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PuRPOSE 


The purpose of this Association shall be to bring into closer contact by 
. association and communication lawyers, barristers and solicitors who are resi- 
dents of the United States of America, or any of its possessions, or of the Domin- 
ion of Canada, who are actively engaged wholly or in (substantial) part in the 
practice of that branch of the law pertaining to the business of insurance in 
any of its branches, and to Insurance Companies; for the purpose of becoming 
more efficient in that particular branch of the legal profession and to better 
protect and promote the interests of Insurance Companies authorized to do 
business in the United States or Dominion of Canada; to encourage cordial 
intercourse among such lawyers, barristers and solicitors, and between them 
and Insurance Companies generally. 


Page 2 


E retirement of Mr. Millener as Secre- 
tary and Treasurer of the Association and 
the election of Mr. White as Treasurer and 
. Mr. Montgomery as Secretary made neces- 
sary some rather radical changes in the method 
of conducting the business of the Association. 
Under the able direction of the Finance Com- 
mittee, composed of Messrs. Knight, Den- 
mead and Naught, the transfer of all funds 
to actual custody of the new officers was ac- 
complished with a minimum of delay, and the 
work in the Secretary’s office has been han- 
dled with facility and dispatch. In this con- 
nection it is suggested that the By-Laws 
should be amended to provide specifically that 
_ when the offices of Secretary and Treasurer 
are held by two persons, the dues should be 
collected by the Secretary and by him remit- 
ted to the Treasurer as this will elminate du- 
plication of bookkeeping. Since some money 
will at all times be in possession of both of 
these officers both should be under bond and 
the By-Laws should be amended to so provide. 
Pending such amendments the Executive Com- 
mittee has committed to the Secretary the col- 
lection of the dues and has procured surety 
company bonds on both of these officers. - 

Much time and thought has been given to 
the appointment of the General Committees 
and the Membership and Legislative Com- 
mittees in each of the states and in Canada. 
Your President has taken counsel of members 
in the various states as to these appointments 
and has received much valued assistance from 
the members of the Executive Committee. 
An attempt has been made to enlist the serv- 
ices of members who have not heretofore 
served on Committees while retaining some 
of those who have the advantage of experience. 
We hope thus to broaden the interest in the 
affairs of the Association and so benefit the 
Association itself. 

Your President was directed by the Execu- 
tive Committee to appoint two new Special 
Committees—one on Unauthorized Practice 
of Law, and one on The Federal Motor Car- 
riers Act of 1935. The names of those ap- 
pointed on these and all other Committees 
will, I am advised, be published in the January 
issue of the Journal. 

The Association should again be congratu- 
lated on the splendid work which it continues 
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to do through the publication of the Journal. 
We are exceedingly fortunate in having the 
continued efficient, faithful service of George 
W. Yancey as Editor of that publication. 
Each issue seems better than the last and the 
reception given the Journal, not only by our 
own members but the insurance companies 
generally and the Law Libraries of the great 
Law Schools of the country, amply attests its 
high standard and practical worth. This 
task is performed most cheerfully by Mr. 
Yancey, but at great expense of time and ef- 
fort. We are everlastingly in his debt, and 
I bespeak for him your active cooperation. 
If you have or write or know of an interesting 
and instructive paper or brief on any insurance 
subject, submit it to the Editor. It will help 
him and help the Association as every such 
paper or brief enlightens the members on the 
particular subject and thus makes them better 
able to serve the insurance industry generally. 
Even brief notes on particular litigated cases 
will serve to keep the members abreast of the 
latest judicial utterances on important ques- 
tions which might otherwise escape attention. 

The publication of this Journal has become 
such an indispensable part of the work of the 
Association that I most heartily recommend 
that the By-Laws be amended to include the 
Editor of the Journal as an ex-officio member 
of the Executive Committee. 

Notwithstanding a very noticeable increase 
in interest in the Association and its activities, 
I find a very considerable number of our mem- 
bers delinquent and, therefore, liable to sus- 
pension. In many cases this has been found 
due to oversight and care should be exercised 
that none be dropped from the roll unless such 
is the desire of the member. I suggest, there- 
fore, that the intention of such deliquents be 
ascertained as speedily as possible, in order 
that the Executive Committee may act in- 
telligently in each case. When all has been 
done that can be done, it is likely that quite 
a number will be dropped. 

I take this opportunity, therefore, to sug- 
gest especially to the Membership Committees 
but also to the members, the entire propriety 
of inviting applications for membership from 
lawyers properly qualified. The Association 
has shown a healthy growth through the years, 
its efficiency is more and more recognized; its 
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value to the members themselves and to the 
companies which we serve can be still further 
enhanced by a larger membership of qualified 
lawyers. Receipt of one issue of the Journal 
or attendance on one annual convention will 
make any new member an enthusiastic one. 
Since the annual meeting of the American 
Bar Association will be held in Boston begin- 
ning on August 24, 1936, we have endeavored 
to find a convenient New England Resort 
where we might hold our annual convention 
during the preceding week. Careful canvass 
of the situation discloses no hotel in the vicin- 
ity of Boston able to accommodate a gathering 
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so large as ours. We can again be accom- 
modated at the Greenbrier, White Sulphur 
Springs, W. Va., where we have twice met 
with pleasure and profit. Boston will be in 
easy reach by motor or train for all those de- 
siring to attend the American Bar Meeting. 
I, therefore, recommend that the next annual 
meeting of the Association be held at the 
Greenbrier, White Sulphur Springs, W. Va., 
on August 19, 20 and 21, 1936. 
Respectfully submitted, 
J. Roy Dicxtr, 
President. 


December 30, 1935. 


Annual Convention 


1936 


White Sulphur Springs, 
West Virginia 
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MID-WINTER MEETING EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE 


REPORTED BY EDITOR 

The mid-winter meeting of the Executive 
Committee was held on December 30th and 
31st, 1935, in Miami, Florida. The commit- 
tee was in session two days, hence, the minutes 
of the meeting are too voluminous to be here 
set out. Your Editor was present at the meet- 
ing by invitation of the Executive Committee 
and will here attempt briefly to refer to mat- 
ters of interest to the membership handled by 
the Executive Committee. 

President Dickie presided over the meeting. 
The following members of the Executive Com- 
mittee were in attendance: J. Roy Dickie, 
Gerald P. Hayes, Joseph B. Murphy, Harvey 
E. White, Richard B. Montgomery, Jr., Rus- 
sell M. Knepper, Miller Manier, Milo H. 
Crawford, Marion N. Chrestman, Royce G. 
Rowe, Lowell White, P. E. Reeder, Garner 
W. Denmead, and George W. Yancey, Editor, 
(by invitation). 

Harvey E. White, Treasurer, reported to the 
committee the financial condition of the As- 
sociation and activities of his office since last 
meeting. 

Richard B. Montgomery, Jr., Secretary, re- 
ported the activities of his office since the last 
meeting. 

* * * 


DELINQUENT DUES 


Committee directed Secretary to notify all 
members whose 1935 dues were delinquent that 
they would be dropped from membership un- 
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less same were paid on or before March Ist, 
1936, and Editor was directed to make men- 
tion of this fact in the January issue of In- 
surance Counsel Journal. 


* * * 
CHANGE OF NAME 


It was suggested that the name of the As- 
sociation was too long and that same should 
be shortened. After a lengthy discussion, by 
resolution the committee voted it inexpedient 
at this time to suggest to the membership any 
change of name. 


* 
SECRETARY TO COLLECT DUES 


Committee directed the Secretary in the in- 
terest of economy to collect dues from mem- 
bers and remit sums collected from time to 
time to the Treasurer, and provided that Sec- 
retary hereafter be placed under bond. 


* * * 


JOURNAL 


Editor of Journal reported activities of 
Journal office since last meeting and, among 
other things, advised that a suitable binder 
for Journals could be secured and furnished 
members desiring same at a cost of $1.50 per 
binder, and that he had secured from former 
Secretary and held in his office 328 Year 
Books for 1931, 282 for 1932, and 299 for 
1933. Committee directed that these Year 
Books be furnished to members requesting 
same until the supply was exhausted. 


* * 


PROPOSED CHANGES IN BY-LAWS 


Committee, after due consideration, deter- 
mined that certain changes in the By-Laws 
should be made, and President Dickie there- 
upon appointed Milo H. Crawford, Miller 
Manier, and Royce G. Rowe to draft the pro- 
posed changes for consideration by the mem- 
bership at their next annual meeting. It was 
suggested that Section 1 of Article VII be 
changed so as to include Editor of Journal as 
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ex officio member of Executive Committee; 
that Section 2 of Article X be amended so as 
to provide that secretary be custodian of books 
etc., of the Association and data (except those 
of the treasurer); that Section 4 of Article X 
be eliminated and in lieu thereof a section be 
inserted providing that at the discretion of 
the Executive Committee the secretary should 
collect dues, and that a new Section 5 of Ar- 
ticle X be added providing for the giving of 
bond both by the secretary and the treasurer. 

The proposed changes in By-Laws were 
drafted by the special committee and approved 
by the Executive Committee for consideration 
by the membership at its August meeting, and 
were ordered published in the January issue 
of Insurance Counsel Journal. 


* * * 


LEGISLATION 


Committee determined that no legislative 
action be taken by legislative committees un- 
less the proposed action be initiated by in- 
surance companies or organizations authorized 
to act in their behalf, and then only when ap- 
proved by the General Legislative Committee 
and the Association is called upon to render 
assistance. 


* * 


SPECIAL MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE 


President Dickie in response to resolution 
duly adopted by the committee created a 
special membership committee, on which he 
appointed the following: Garner W. Den- 
mead, Chairman, Royce G. Rowe, George L. 
Naught, Oliver R. Beckwith, Allan E. Bro- 
smith, John A. Luhn and Raymond N. 
Caverly. 

* * * 


NOTICE TO MEMBERS 


ExecuTIVE CoMMITTEE RECOMMENDS TO 
MEMBERSHIP CHANGE IN By-Laws 


The Executive Committee at mid-winter 
meeting by resolution unanimously approved 
and recommended to membership the adoption 
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of the following proposed changes in By-Laws 
by the membership at its August, 1936 meet- 
ing, and directed Editor of Journal to give 
notice in the January Journal to membership 
of the proposed changes in By-Laws. Section 
1 of Article VII, and Sections 2, 4 and 5 of 
Article X if proposed amendments are adopted 
will read as follows: 


ArTICLE VII 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

Section 1. How Constituted. There shall 
be an Executive Committee which shall con- 
sist of the President, the last retiring President, 
the Vice-President, the Secretary, the Treas- 
urer and the Editor of the Journal, all of whom 
shall be members ex officio, together with 
nine members, each of said nine members to 
be from different States or provinces, to be 
nominated and elected by the Association in 
manner hereinafter provided and so stag- 
gered that three members shall be chosen each 
year to serve for terms of three years—(no 
further changes). 


ARTICLE X 


Section 2. Secretary. The secretary shall 
be custodian of all books, papers, documents, 
except those of the treasurer, and other prop- 
erty (except money) of the Association. He 
shall keep a true record of the proceedings of 
the Association and Executive Committee and 
perform all acts usually pertaining to his of- 
fice and as may be prescribed by the Associa- 
tion and/or Executive Committee—all under 
the supervision and direction of the Executive 
Committee. He shall make reports of the 
Association’s activities at every meeting of the 
Association and of the Executive Committee. 

Section 4. The Executive Committee may, 
however, in its discretion, and for such time 
as it deems necessary, empower the secretary 
to collect the dues of the Association, to keep 
such accounts as necessary, which shall be 
audited annually, and turn over to the treas- 
urer all such sums collected. 

Section 5. Bond. The treasurer and sec- 
retary shall give surety bonds in the sums and 
in such form as the Executive Committee may 
prescribe. Premiums to be paid by the As- 
sociation. 


ANNUAL CONVENTION 1936: 
August 19th, 20th and 2ist. 
White Sulphur Springs, W. Va. 
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MOVEMENT TO PROTECT HUMAN 
LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM AU- 
TOMOBILE ACCIDENTS AP- 
PARENTLY SUPPORTED BY 
PUBLIC AND GAIN- 

ING STRENGTH 


Your editor is indeed happy to note the 
progress of the above named movement fos- 
tered by safety councils and other organiza- 
tions throughout the United States. - Editor 


of this Journal suggests that the automobile 


manufacturers should join in this movement 
and should give serious consideration to plac- 
ing governors on all trucks and cars, limiting 
the speed of their products to a certain mile- 
age per hour. Obviously, there is no neces- 
sity to build light cars capable of making 
eighty or ninety miles an hour with a legal 
speed limit of forty-five or fifty miles an 
hour. Editor further suggests that all cars 
and trucks on highways should be inspected 
periodically, at a nominal cost, for brakes, 
lights, tires, etc., and that all cars in an unsafe 
condition should be kept off the highways. 
* * 

HAS INSURANCE CARRIER RIGHT TO 

EMPLOY COUNSEL TO DEFEND 

ASSURED? 


ILLINOIS COMMISSIONER RaIsES QUESTION 

Your Editor is of the opinion that the 
casualty insurance carrier under its contract 
has the right to employ counsel of its own 
choosing to defend suit for damages, which 
the company under its policy will have to pay, 
and that by so doing it is not engaging in the 
practice of law. 

The question is of great importance to the 
Bar, to the insurance companies, and to the 
insuring public. Your Editor urges all who 
read this to give the matter serious considera- 
tion and send to the office of the Editor such 
views as you may have on the subject and 
such authority and data as you may obtain in 
order that the matter be given further con- 
sideration in the April Insurance Counsel 
Journal. 

If the proposals of the Insurance Depart- 
ment of Illinois are carried out, apparently the 


INSURANCE COUNSEL JOURNAL 


_ January, 1936 


present method of doing business will have to 
be abandoned. Insurance companies could 
not under any circumstances leave the selec- 
tion of counsel in casualty cases to the assured, 
If they were required so to do by law, it 
would mean that no insurance could be ob- 
tained under the present system by drivers of 


automobiles. 
*x* * * 


MEMBERSHIP IN ASSOCIATION 


In view of receipt of many applications for 
membership in this Association from attorneys 
who are not members of the Association and 
who apparently feel that membership in the 
Association may be obtained by application 
and not by invitation, the Editor of the Jour- 
nal is impelled briefly to call attention to some 
of the objects and purposes of the Association: 
lst. That membership is by invitation. 2nd. 
That the procurement of practice through 
this Association is in no sense an object of 
membership therein, and is not countenanced 
by the Association. 3rd. That it is an organ- 
ization of lawyers who are either general coun- 
sel of insurance companies or trial lawyers who 
have an insurance practice and devote a sub- 
stantial part of their time to the handling of 
insurance litigation, and not lawyers who de- 
sire to become insurance lawyers or desire to 
secure insurance clients. 4th. That each of- 
ficer and member of the Association assist in 
bringing about a proper understanding of the 
insurance business by the general public; in 
protecting insurance companies against unfair 
and unjust legislation; and in protecting the 
public against any unfair and improper prac- 
tice by any insurance company; and that this 
service be rendered by the officers and mem- 
bers of the Association without compensation 


due to their interest in the insurance business. 
* * * 


NOTICE TO MEMBERS 


A binder for Journal, approved by Execu- 
tive Committee, may be obtained at $1.50 
each as soon as a substantial number has been 
applied for. Please send check with appli- 
cation. 
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the Unauthorized Practice of Law and Law Lists 


By Ernest A. GREEN, 


N November the editor of the Journal sug- 

gested to me that he had read with a great 
deal of interest of the activity of the State 
Bar of Missouri in reference to the unauthor- 
ized practice of law and the regulation of 
law lists, and did me the honor of requesting 
that I prepare an article upon the subject for 
publication in the Journal, believing that 
likewise, other members of the Association 
would also be interested in the assigned 
subject. 

I believe it is true that the eyes of the Bar 
of the entire Nation are directed today to- 
wards the State Bar of Missouri as it pro- 
ceeds with its forward looking steps both in 
the suppression of the unauthorized practice 
of the law and the regulation of law lists. The 
leader in this movement in our state is Hon. 
Boyle G. Clark, of Columbia, Missouri, Gen- 
eral Chairman of the Bar Committee of Mis- 
souri, one of the most active and distinguished 
members of our Bar and a former President 
of the Missouri Bar Association. Mr. Clark 
has, with great sacrifice to his personal af- 
fairs, devoted the major portion of his time 
during the past eighteen months to the duties 
of his committee and the upbuilding of our 
profession, not only, I believe, in our own 
state, but the accomplishments of his commit- 
tee will prove beneficial to the Bar throughout 
the entire Nation. 

In Missouri it has always been recognized 
that the matter of the admission and disbar- 
ment of attorneys is for judicial determina- 
tion by the courts, and these matters have 
always been handled by our courts. In the 
year 1934, the Missouri Bar Association took 
the position that if the matter of admission 
and disbarment of attorneys was the province 
of the courts, it must also follow that the 
Supreme Court of Missouri had the jurisdic- 
tion and power, without express legislative 
authority, to promulgate rules governing the 
practice of the law. The Supreme Court of 
Missouri, recognizing the soundness of this 
contention, in September, 1934 adopted rules 
35 to 39, both inclusive, governing and regu- 
lating the practice of law and establishing 
The Judicial Council of Missouri, the latter 


St. Louis, Missouri. 


body “to make a continuous study of the or- 
ganization and rules of practice and procedure 
of the judicial system and its various parts; 
to survey the condition of the business of the 
civil courts with a view to simplifying and 
improving the administration of justice; to 
receive and consider suggestions concerning 
remedial rules governing legal procedure; to 
recommend methods of expediting the transac- 
tion of judicial business and eliminating un- 
necessary delays therein; to study and make 
recommendations for the improvement and 
advancement of the practice of the law; and 
to submit to the courts such changes in the 
rules and methods of procedure as it may deem 
beneficial, and to the General Assembly such 
legislation as it may deem necessary for mak- 
ing the administration of justice more effec- 
tive.” The Bar of Missouri, by an enrollment 
fee fixed by the Supreme Court, has provided 
funds for the enforcement of these rules. 

These rules are directed to achieving ob- 
jectives that have been secured in other states 
by legislative enactments relating to the ad- 
mission and disbarment of attorneys, defin- 
ing the “practice of law” and doing “law busi- 
ness”, et cetera. These rules are not radical, 
but they do prescribe the Canons of Ethics 
of the American Bar Association as the rules 
of conduct for the lawyers of our State. 

For the enforcement of the rules of conduct 
and for the purpose of aiding in the suppres- 
sion of the unauthorized practice of the law, 
the rules provide Bar Committees in the thirty- 
eight circuits of the State, composed of four 
lawyers appointed by the Supreme Court from 
the Bar of each Circuit. The rules further 
provide for a General Chairman of Bar Com- 
mittees and an Advisory Committee of five 
members appointed by the General Chairman 
from the members of the Circuit Bar Com- 
mittees. The Advisory Committee, of which 
the General Chairman is ex-officio member, 
is given the power to hear evidence and in- 
stitute in the courts disciplinary proceedings 
against lawyers anywhere in the State when- 
ever in the judgment of the General Chairman 
the Advisory Committee should assume juris- 
diction of a complaint against a lawyer, or 


6 
0 
d 
it 
r 
d 
n 
f 
1 
f 
) 
> 
f 
) 


Page 8 INSURANCE COUNSEL JOURNAL January, 1936 


whenever a complaint is against a member of agencies controlling the parceling out of the 
the local Bar Committee. The Advisory Com- law business. We have others, the runner 
mittee is vested with the power to investigate of personal injury cases, banks, better busi- 
unauthorized practice of law and institute ap- ness bureaus, mercantile credit organiza- 
propriate action for its suppression. tions and similar agencies.” 

With the adoption of these rules and the , . 
appointment of the committees, Mr. Clark as __ The Advisory Committee has devoted a 
General Chairman directed the work of the 8teat deal of time to the law lists and acting 
committees towards the objectives: Ist. To Under the Rules of the Supreme Court of 
bring about the observance of the Rules of Missouri has approved law directories and 
Conduct (the Canons of Ethics) by the mem- /@W lists to which Missouri lawyers may sub- 
bers of our Bar; 2nd. To suppress the con- S¢ribe, or in which Missouri lawyers may per- 
trol of and the parceling out of the law busi- ™it their names to be listed and cards inserted. 
ness by laymen; 3rd: To suppress the un- _ 4 lawyer who permits his name to be in- 
authorized practice of law. serted in an unapproved list is guilty of un- 

professional conduct, under the rules of the 

Missouri Bar Association in September, 1935 At of the Committe: in Kenn 
ebjactives said: City, on November 7, 1935, the Committee 


“To the accomplishment of these objec- adopted the following additional rules: 


tives we have now devoted nine months of 
time. These objectives may be considered 
as accomplished when we have reached the 
state in our profession when a lawyer may 
sit in his office secure in the fact that law 
business comes to him upon merit alone. 
In other words, when we have reached that 
state where law business seeks the lawyer, 
uninfluenced by intermediaries or unpro- 
fessional conduct then our objectives will 
be accomplished. I am not idealistic enough 
to believe that this state will ever, in its 
entirety, be reached, but, though we may 
never reach our goal, we will ever struggle 
for its attainment. 

“The Bar of this State must be inde- 
pendent and its members guided in their 
conduct solely by the Bar’s own moral 
code, its Canons of Ethics. The Bar must 
be independent if it be aggressive in the 
protection of the client’s interests and in 
the administration of justice. The in- 
fluences that tend to destroy the independ- 
ence of the Bar are the influences of lay- 
men and lay organizations that control and 
parcel out law business or actually engage 
in the practice of law. 

“To the first class, that is the laymen and 
lay agencies and organizations that control 
and parcel out law business belong the law 
lists, the casualty insurance companies, and 
the independent insurance adjusters. These 
are not all, but these are the principal 
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(1) No lawyer may publish or permit 
his name to be published in a list or law 
directory that has not been approved by the 
Committee; 

(2) Lawyers who know their names are 
carried in an unapproved list or directory 
must notify the list or directory to discon- 
tinue the insertion of their names. 


The following is an amended section 43 of 


Rule 35 of the Supreme Court of Missouri: 


43—Law Directories and Law Lists, Pub- 
lication of Professional Card—A lawyer 
may insert his professional card and that 
of his lawyer associates in a reputable law 
directory or reputable law list. The card 
with propriety may contain only a state- 
ment of his and their names, addresses, 
telephone numbers, cable addresses, special 
branches of the profession practiced, 
dates and places of birth, dates and places 
of admission to the Bar, the schools at- 
tended, the dates of graduation and the de- 
grees received, the bar associations of which 
the subscriber and his associates are mem- 
bers. The card may also give references 
or names of clients for whom the lawyer 
and his associates are counsel with their 
permission in writing filed with the pub- 
lisher. 

A “law directory” as used herein is a pub- 
lication containing a roll of all lawyers en- 
gaged in the practice which the directory 
purports to cover. 

A “law list” as used herein is a publication 
containing a selected list of lawyers en- 
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gaged in a particular line of practice or in 
the general practice. 

A publication, the prime purpose of which 
is not the listing of lawyers, or which con- 
tains a roll of lawyers as an adjunct to 
other matter not addressed to the profes- 
sion, is not within the term “law directory” 
or the term “law list.” 

Law lists and law directories may be 
maintained as instrumentalities of the sub- 
scriber lawyers for the purpose of afford- 
ing media of contact between lawyers. A 
reputable law directory or reputable law 
list is a publication which, as the instru- 
mentality of its subscribers, serves the pro- 
fession with fidelity and does nothing to 
cause its subscribers to be guilty directly 
or indirectly of any professional misconduct. 

A publication the circulation of which is 
not confined to members of the profession 
is not within the term “reputable law di- 
rectory” or the term “reputable law list.” 

A publication which guarantees to its 

users the fidelity of its listees through bond, 
guaranty, or any other similar means is not 
a reputable law directory or reputable law 
list. 
, 4 lawyer who places his name or card 
in a publication which he knows is not a 
reputable law directory or reputable law 
list is guilty of unprofessional conduct. 


The following is Section 18 of Rule 36 of 
the Supreme Court of Missouri: 


18. The Advisory Committee to the 
General Chairman of the Bar Committees 
is hereby given the power and charged with 
the duty of determining what publications 
come within the term “reputable law di- 
rectory” or the term “reputable law list” as 
defined by Section 43 of Rule 35 of this 
Court. 

The Advisory Committee is further given 
the power to investigate and determine 
whether the service rendered by any partic- 
ular law directory or law list in affording 
a medium of contact between lawyers, 
justifies its patronage by the bar. 

The findings of the Advisory Committee 
with reference to compliance by law direc- 
tories and law lists with Section 43 of Rule 
35 of this Court, and with reference to 
service rendered by them shall be announced 
to the Bar of this State. 


The above amendments to Section 43 of 
Rule 35 and Section 18 of Rule 36 were 
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adopted upon recommendation of the Advisory 
Committee by the Supreme Court of Mis- 
souri on the 18th day of October, 1935. 

The following law lists and law directories 
have been approved to date. Missouri law- 
yers may subscribe to such law lists and law 
directories. If there are other approvals 
from time to time they will be announced, 
through the Missouri Bar Journal. 

The approved law lists and law directories 
are as follows: 


Martindale-Hubbell, published by Mar- 
tindale-Hubbell, Inc., 21 West Street, New 
York City. 

American Attorneys Directory, published 
by American Attorneys Directory Company, 
Carew Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Martindale Guide, published by Martin- 
dale Guide Corporation, 21 West Street, 
New York City. 

Mercantile Adjuster, published by Mer- 
cantile Adjuster Publishing Company, In- 
corporated, 10 South LaSalle Street, Chi- 
cago, Illinois. 


In the field of the unauthorized practice 
of the law the Committee has proceeded with 
vigor. Of particular interest to this Associa- 
tion is the investigation in the field of casualty 
insurance business. 

The Committee takes the position that all 
casualty insurance claims should be handled 
and settled only by lawyers over whom the 
State Bar has control and that lay adjusters 
should be driven from the practice of law 
in any of its particulars. It is the position 
of the Advisory Committee that the adjust- 
ment of a personal injury claim is the practice 
of law. 

In addition to the insurance adjusters (who 
not only influence or direct the parceling out 
of law business, but engage directly in the 
law business), the Bar Committees in Mis- 
souri are proceeding against the adjustment 
bureaus, lay collection agencies, automobile 
clubs, the automobile service companies, title 
companies, trust companies, real estate boards, 
notaries, tax experts, traffic experts, and sun- 
dry other so-called experts who have been ap- 
pearing before commissions and boards and 
generally infringing upon the functions of our 
profession. Against all these, with the aid 
of the Attorney General and the other pros- 
ecuting officials of the State, the various Bar 
Committees in our State have been proceed- 
ing with exceptional vigor. 
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The General Chairman of the Bar Com- 
mittee, in an address before the Missouri Bar 
Association, in discussing the activities of his 
Committee, said: 


“The encroachments that I have men- 
tioned bring revenue in the form of fees for 
legal services to these various lay organiza- 
tions in excess of two million dollars a year 
in Missouri. I am basing this estimate 
upon the evidence which we have taken. 
The amount probably will run in excess of 
that estimate. I feel certain in my own 
mind that two million dollars a year is a 
conservative figure. I give you these fig- 
ures not for the purpose of appealing to 
your cupidity, but to give you a concrete 
illustration of the extent that laymen are 
engaged in the practice of law in Missouri. 
If you take as the basis the report of the 
Committee of this Association last year 
upon the average income of the lawyers in 
Missouri I would say that laymen are col- 
lecting in law fees more than one-fifth as 
much money as the lawyers in this state are 
collecting. The public must not conclude 
from this statement that the object of this 


HIS article is concerned alone with a dis- 

cussion of the right of recovery for occu- 
pational diseases at the common law (and un- 
der Acts patterned after the English Employ- 
ers’ Liability Act of 1880—43 and 44 Vict., 
c. 42—the only practical effect of which was 
to eliminate the fellow servant doctrine as a 
defense, leaving the rights and liabilities of 
the relation of master and servant otherwise 
unchanged). See Labatt, Master and Servant, 
Vol. 2, Section 654, et seq., 18 R.C. L. Section 
276. 


It makes no pretense of treating of rights 
of employees under the newly devised occu- 
pational disease statutes or under compensa- 
tion statutes that in many instances have been 
specifically amended so as to embrace oc- 
cupational diseases, as for example the re- 
vised English Act of 1906—6 Edw., 7, c. 58— 
which superseded the earlier Act of 1897—60 
and 61 Vict., c. 37, and provided for recovery 
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committee in its efforts to suppress the un- 
authorized practice is entirely selfish. | 
refer to it for the purpose of impressing 
upon you the extent of the practice and to 
bring home the fact that you cannot dis- 
cipline members of the bar and hold them 
accountable for violations of high standards 
fixed by our Code of Ethics if they must 
live in competition with laymen who rec- 
ognize no standards. If every dollar that 
we receive must be earned in competition 
with laymen, bound only by standards of 
the commercial world, how can we be ex- 
pected to live by a Code of Ethics, ideal- 
istic in purpose.” 


If the situation in Missouri is such as is 
painted by the Chairman of the Bar Com- 
mittee, the same, no doubt, prevails through 
the entire Nation, and is it not, therefore, one 
which demands the attention and solicitude 


of this Association? 


Recovery For Occupational Diseases at the Common Law 


By Grorce W. Yancey and J. KtrRKMAN JACKSON 
Birmingham, Alabama. 
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for arsenical and lead poisoning, etc., and 
whose scope was, in turn, tremendously am- 
plified by the Act of 1925—1925 15 and 16 
Geo. 5th, c. 84. 


This article is likewise, in no sense, con- 
cerned with the approach manifested by some 
of the courts of treating certain types of oc- 
cupational disease as an injury sufficiently 
definite in genesis as to time and place as to 


be compensable under the compensation statute 


of the particular state. Thus, in Alabama, in 
New River Coal Co. v. Files (1926), 215 Ala. 
64, 109 So. 360, an award of compensation 
was affirmed where the deceased employee 
died as a result of being exposed to noxious 
gases for a period of indefinite time in the 
mine of the master, and of which the Supreme 
Court of Alabama, in substance, declared it 
an accidental injury sufficiently definite in its 
occurrence in time and place as to be com- 
pensable under the Workmen’s Compensation 


to 


ew Sa. 
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Statute which authorizes recovery only for 
accidental injury arising out of and in the 
course of the employment. 

In fine, the scope of this article is limited 
to a discussion of the legal problem of the 
right of recovery for what has been described 
by the Illinois Supreme Court as “a diseased 
condition arising gradually from the character 
of the work in which the employee is engaged 
which does not occur suddenly, but which is 
a matter of slow development.” Peru Plow 
Co. v. Industrial Commission, 311 Til. 216; 
142 N. E. 546 (1924). Or, by the Supreme 
Court of Michigan, as being “a matter of 
weeks or months or years * * * *, It is drop 
by drop, it is little by little, day after day 
for weeks and months, and finally enough is 
produced to produce symptoms.” Adams vs. 
Acme White Lead & Color Works, 182 Mich. 
157, 160, 148 N. W. 485 (1914). 


Bearing in mind this prefatory limitation 
upon the scope of our discussion, we commence 
by referring to the case of Innes v. Kynoch, 9 
Brt. Rul. Cas. 478, 1919 A. C. 765, 121 L. 
T. N. S. 39, decided by the House of Lords 
in 1919. There was presented the question 
of whether a recovery could be had under the 
British Workmen’s Compensation Act of 1906 
where the servant had died as the result of 
streptococcic and staphylococcic infection al- 
leged to have had its origin at a definite and 
precise time while working in the manure 
works of the master. The British Compensa- 
tion Statute at that time provided for the pay- 
ment of compensation “for personal injury by 
accident arising out of and in the course of 
the employment”. A recovery was allowed. 
Reversed at the hands of the intermediate 
forum, the appeal was carried to the’ House 
of Lords. The trial court had found as a 
fact that the deceased servant had become ill 
upon a specific date and that his death was 
caused by the infection alleged. In holding 
that an award under the compensation statute 
had been properly allowed, Lord Buckmaster, 
in part, declared: ‘My Lords, cases of this 
kind are always painful to consider and hard 
to decide. A man is engaged in work haz- 
ardous to health—and it may be—to life it- 
self; disease followed by a ruined constitu- 
tion, or even death, may ensue, and yet, as 
far as the common law is concerned there is 
no remedy.” 
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Largely provoked by this most sweeping de- 


claration of Lord Buckmaster, a rather exten- 
sive examination of the authorities, both here 


and in England, was undertaken by the au- 
thors. Its result, much condensed, is set forth 
in the following pages, and, we think, demon- 
strates beyond peradventure the entire valid- 
ity of Lord Buckmaster’s quoted pronounce- 
ment—certainly by the unquestioned weight 
of well considered authority. * 


Among the earlier American cases in which 
the question was indirectly involved was the 
case of Adams v. Acme White Lead & Color 
Works, 182 Mich. 157, 148 N. W. 485, L. R. 
A. 1916-A 283 (1914). The inquiry was there 
presented whether there could be a recovery 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act of 
Michigan for lead poisoning, industrially con- 
tracted, the Michigan Act providing for the 
payment of compensation for “‘personal injury 
arising out of and in the course of his em- 
ployment.’ Broader than the English Com- 
pensation Act of 1906, the Michigan Act did 
not limit the right of compensation to em- 
ployees receiving injuries by accident. In an- 
swering that question in the negative, the 
Supreme Court of Michigan, through Judge 
Stone, declared, inter alia, that: 


“Manifestly, the terms ‘personal injury’ 
and ‘personal injuries’ above mentioned, 
refer to common-law conditions and liabili- 
ties, and do not refer to and include occu- 
pational diseases, because an employee had 
no right of action for injury or death due 
to occupational disease at common law, but, 
generally speaking, only accidents, or, rath- 
er accidental injuries, gave a right of action. 
We are not able to find a single case where 
an employee has recovered compensation 
for an occupational disease at common law. 
Certainly it can be said that in this state 
no employer has ever been held liable to 
the employee for injury from an occupa- 


*No reported English case has been found where, 
under some theory of the common law a recovery 
for an occupational disease has been allowed and this 
despite the fact that in Great Britain, unlike most 
American states, the common law of Master and 
Servant (as slightly modified by the Act of 1880) 
remained in force after the passage of Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts, and under which, at the option 
of the servant, he could lay his action. Rouse v. 
Dixon (1904) 2 K. B. 628. And compare Steel v. 
Cammell, Laird and Co., Ltd., (1905), 2 K. B. 232; 
Williams v. Guest (1925), 18 B. 535; Brinton’s Ltd., 
v. Turvey (1905) A. C. 230. 
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tional disease, but only for injuries caused 
by negligence.” (Italics ours).* 


Two years after the decision in the Adams 
case, a similar question was presented to the 
Connecticut Supreme Court of Errors in the 
case of Miller v. American Steel & Wire Com- 
pany, 90 Conn. 349, 97 Atl. 345, L. R. A. 
1916-E, 510 (1916). Stating the question 
involved, Justice Beach said, “More specific- 
ally, the question is whether the words ‘per- 
sonal injury * * * * arising out of and in the 
course of his employment’ in our Act were in- 
tended by the General Assembly to cover 
diseases arising out of and in the course of 
employment.” In answering that query in 
the negative and reversing the decree of the 
Compensation Commissioner, the court de- 
clared, “Since the common law action for dam- 
ages which was founded on the master’s neg- 
ligence never attempted to cover the typical 
case of an occupational disease caused by 
continued exposure to the ordinary and known 
risks of employment, the inference is plain 
that the alternate compensation scheme was 
not intended to cover such diseases.” 


These three cases are referred to because 
there is contained in each of them the flat de- 
claration that the right to recover for an occu- 
pational disease was unknown to the common 
law. Concerned as they are, only with the 
construction of the compensation statutes of 
the three jurisdictions involved, we confess 
that they are not strictly in point on the pre- 
cise proposition under consideration. There 
are, however, several decisions from respect- 
able appellate courts in which the question 
was squarely presented in the conventional 
and ordinary common law form of action. 

In Gordon v. Travelers Insurance Company, 
et al., 287 S. W. 911, the Texas Court of 
Civil Appeals, in 1926, declared: “The ap- 
pellant could not recover at common law 
against his employer for the additional reason 
that no recovery was allowed at common law 
for occupational or industrial diseases.” Ac- 
cording to the contention of the plaintiff he 
had contracted nephritis as the result of being 
exposed to paints, oils and gasoline of high 
specific gravity and of being required to stand 
in crude oil while performing his work. In 
the alternative he attempted to set up a com- 
mon law cause of action against his employer, 


*See also the interesting and informative pronounce- 
ment of the Supreme Court of Michigan in Dailey 
v. River Raisin Paper Company (1934), 269 Mich. 
443, 257 N. W. 857. 
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the Tidal Western Oil Corporation, in failing 
to provide him with a reasonably safe place 
and reasonably safe appliances in and with 
which to perform his work and for having 
been directed by his employer to work in a 
tank not properly ventilated. The demurrers 
of both defendants were sustained by the trial 
court. This judgment was affirmed both as 
regards the absence of the right to proceed 
under the Texas Compensation Statute and 
the absence of any right in the employee under 
the common law. 


Again, in the very recent case of Calhoun 
v. Washington Veneer Co., 15 Pac. (2d) 943, 
170 Wash. 152 (1932), the Supreme Court 
of Washington had squarely presented to it 
the question of whether or not the executrix 
of a deceased employee could recover under 
the common law for the breach of the master’s 
duty to exercise ordinary care in furnishing 
the deceased employee with a reasonably safe 
place in which to work, where the employee 
had died as a result of carbon bisulphide 
poisoning to which he had been exposed in 
working in a glue factory. The court de- 
clared: “We are convinced that appellant 
cannot maintain a cause of action for dam- 
ages to Claud Calhoun in this state as a 
common law action. Here, in the condi- 
tion of the law at the time, he was entitled 
to recovery, if at all, only under the Factory 
Act.” The court denied recovery under that 
Act as the right to proceed thereunder was bar- 
red by the statute of limitations. (The right 
to recover under this Act of the State of Wash- 
ington for inflammation of the lungs from 
gases, making the servant susceptible to tub- 
erculosis subsequently contracted, where the 
master had not provided proper ventilation in 
the room in which the employee was required 
to work, had been recognized on several prior 
occasions by the Supreme Court of that state. 
Depre v. Pacific Coast Forge Company, 151 
Wash. 430, 276 Pac. 89 (1929). In that 
case incidentally, it was held by the court 
that the section of the compensation statute 
cutting off all civil causes of action for per- 
sonal injuries referred only to accidental in- 
juries and not to occupational diseases; that 
the Washington Factory Act in no measure 
attempted to limit common law forms of ac- 
tion which were still available at the time of 
this suit.) It is inescapable, therefore, that 
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in the view of the Supreme Court of Wash- 
ington the common law recognized no right 
of recovery for the disabilities of an occu- 
pational disease. 

Similarly, in Ewers v. Buckeye Clay Pot 
Company, 29 Ohio App. 396, 163 N. E. 577, 
the Court of Appeals of Ohio in deciding 
whether there could be a recovery by the ad- 
ministratrix of a deceased employee who, as 
the result of his employment for a period of 
approximately thirteen years in the defend- 
ant’s plant, had contracted non-tubercular 
fibrosis, declared ‘‘no recovery could be had 
at common law for an injury to or death of 
an employee due to an occupational disease” 
and cited in support of that conclusion two 
decisions of the Supreme Court of Ohio, to- 
wit: Zajachuck v, Willard Storage Battery 
Company, 106 Ohio St. 538, 140 N. E. 405; 
Industrial Commission of Ohio v. Monroe, 
111 Ohio St. 812, 146 N. E. 213. It is of 
significant interest that in this case the plain- 
tiff had already unsuccessfully sought to 
establish a right of recovery under the Ohio 
Compensation Statute and had been cast there- 
in. She had thereafter commenced this ac- 
tion. In denying her right of recovery therein 
the Ohio Appellate Courts held, in effect, that 
she was absolutely without any remedy what- 
soever.* 


The State of Illinois is likewise unquestion- 
ably committed to the position that no right 
of action existed for the strictly occupational 
disease at the common law. 


In Joe Sylvester v. Buda Company, in an 
opinion rendered on July Sth, 1935, by the 
Appellate Court of Illinois, and still in manu- 
script, the plaintiff had brought an action 
alleging that for a long time he had worked 
for the defendant in its factory in which sand 
and other materials were mixed with make 
molds, and in the course of that work he had 
necessarily breathed in large quantities of 
sand, dust and other dirts, becoming thereby 
affected with pneumonokoniosis and_tuber- 
culosis. The suit was brought under the 


*The case of Zajkowski v. American Steel & Wire 
Co., 258 Fed. 9, (C. C. A. 6—1918), decided under 
the law of Ohio and sometimes cited in support of the 
contrary view, was decided under a statute (Sec. 
6330-1, page O A, Gen. Code Supp. Ohio) requiring 
each employer to provide reasonably effective de- 
vices, etc., to prevent the contraction of illness by his 
employees. The defendant had violated that statute. 
The court clearly recognized that the statute created 
a new duty. Furthermore, the later state decisions 
(here cited) clearly demonstrate that no such right 
8 recognized in the jurisprudence of Ohio. 
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Occupational Disease Act and the Health 
Safety and Comfort Act of Illinois. While the 
case was pending, the Illinois Supreme Court 
struck down these two statutes as being void 
for uncertainty—(Parks v. Libby-Owens- 
Ford Glass Co., 360 Ill. 130, 195 N. E. 617; 
Boshuizen v. Thompson & Taylor Co., 360 
Hl. 160, 195 N. E. 625)—, and the plaintiff 
thereupon amended his complaint, setting up 
a right of action based on the common law 
for occupational diseases alleged to have been 
contracted in the performance of his work 
from inhaling dust, alleging the negligent fail- 
ure on the part of defendant to provide a 
reasonably safe place to work, the failure to 
provide ventilating fans, etc., and the failure 
to provide reasonable masks and respirators. 
The defendant’s motion in the lower court to 
dismiss the amended complaint upon the 
ground that the common law afforded no right 
of action for an occupational disease was 
sustained. It was affirmed on appeal, the 
court, over the citation of many cases, declar- 
ing that no such right of recovery existed. 
For a further consideration of the law in the 
State of Illinois see Parks v. Libby-Owens- 
Ford Glass Company, 360 Ill. 130, Boshuizen 
v. Thompson & Taylor Co., 360 Ill. 160, and 
Howard McCreery v. Libby-Owens-Ford Glass 
Company, decided by the Illinois Appellate 
Court for the First District on the same oc- 
casion on which the Buda Company case, 
supra, was decided, and which case, we under- 
stand, is now pending before the Supreme 
Court of Illinois. 


It would be too much to expect that the 
conclusions of law exemplified in the forego- 
ing authorities were without dissentient voice 
among the adjudicated cases of this coun- 
try. Cases antithetical to them can be 
found. The remainder of this article will, in 
the main, be devoted to a citation of and com- 
ment upon these cases, which in nearly every 
instance will be found to be cases either where 
it was never urged that the right to maintain 
such an action was unknown to the common 
law or where the right of recovery was largely 
bottomed upon the breach of some statutory 
safety act similar to the Factory Act of the 
State of Washington. Such cases, therefore, 
are of questionable value in arriving at the cor- 
rect answer to our question. 


Kentucky is one of the jurisdictions in 
which, at first blush, a view, contrary to the 
statement of Lord Buckmaster in /nnes vs. 
Kynoch, supra, appears to have been taken. 
Thus, in Jellico Coal Company v. Adkins, 247 
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S. W. 972, 197 Ky. 684 (1923), the court de- 
clared: 


“We further conclude that diseases of an 
employee contracted in the course of his 
employment and arising out of it, occas- 
ioned by negligence of the employer, and 
not caused by traumatic injury, are not 
compensable under the Act (i.e., the com- 
pensation statute) but that for such diseases 
he may have an action at common law.” 
(Italics ours). 


A consideration of this rather sweeping an- 
nouncement of the Court of Appeals of Ken- 
tucky should be had in the light of the facts 
of the case, and the further legal questions 
made apparent from an examination of the 
decision itself. In that case, the plaintiff had 
been working in the defendant’s mine in a 
room over 100 feet from the nearest break- 
through, blasting had taken place, and the 
plaintiff had gone outside for the smoke and 
gas to clear away. After waiting a reason- 
able time, the plaintiff returned to the room 
in which the blasting had occurred to load a 
car with coal, when he was overcome by the 
gas and smoke. (It is interesting to note that 
had this accident occurred in many jurisdic- 
tions compensation would be allowed under 
compensation statutes of those jurisdictions 
in view of the fact that the ailment sustained 
by Adkins could be allocated to a definite 
time and place). A statute existed in Ken- 
tucky at that time (Section 2731 Kentucky 
Statutes) requiring, in substance, the operator 
of every coal mine to provide a certain amount 
of ventilation and that no working place 
should be driven more than sixty feet in ad- 
vance of a breakthrough or airway. The 
Jellico Coal Company case is, therefore, 
susceptible of explanation as being based en- 
tirely upon a violation of that statute. A 
similar explanation can likewise be made of 
the later Kentucky case of Elkhorn Coal 
Corporation v. Kerr, 203 Ky. 803, 263 S. W. 
342 (1924), and the still more recent case of 
Midland Coal Company v. Rucker’s Admini- 
strator, 277 S. W. 838 (1925). 


New Jersey is another commonwealth which 
apparently became committed to the minority 
view as the result of the decision in the case 
of Smith v. International High Speed Steel 
Company, 98 N. J. Law 574, 120 Atl. 188 
(1923). In that case an action was instituted 
to recover the pecuniary loss sustained by the 


widow of the deceased employee whose work 
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had consisted of the polishing and boring of 
steel tubing resulting in the breathing into 
his lungs of fine particles of metallic and 
mineral substances, and thus producing a con- 
gested and diseased condition from which he 
died. The sole defense urged, as is indicated 
by the report of the case, was that the ex- 
clusive remedy was that provided under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Statute of that 
commonwealth. The judgment of the court 
below, overruling the motion to strike out the 
complaint in the cause for that reason, was 
affirmed by the Court of Errors and Appeals 
of New Jersey. In other words, New Jersey 
apparently became committed to the doctrine 
that the right of recovery for an ailment of the 
character of that involved in the Smith case 
existed at the common law, and reached that 
conclusion in a case in which it apparently 
was never insisted that the common law pro- 
vided no remedy in such causes. The rule in 
the Smith case has been followed through 
many subsequent decisions of the appellate 
courts of New Jersey. Thus, in Downing v. 
Oxweld Acetylene Company, 169 Atl. 710 
(1933), a suit was instituted by a complaint 
stating a cause of action under the common 
law and charging that the servant, whose work 
was the repairing and testing of blow pipes, 
suffered disease as a result of exposure to 
noxious gases, fumes, etc., the plaintiff claim- 
ing that his diseased condition was the result 
of carbon sulphide and carbon monoxide poi- 
soning. From a judgment for the plaintiff, 
the case was appealed to and thereafter af- 
firmed by the Supreme Court. There, also, 
no effort apparently seems to have been made 
to impress upon the court that an entirely new 
theory of responsibility was being engrafted 
upon the law. The defense was grounded 
largely upon the doctrine of the assumption 
of risk and the alleged applicability of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. Compare 
United States Radium Corporation vs. Globe 
Indemnity Company, et al., 178 Atl. 271 
(1935). 


Minnesota is also a jurisdiction which ap- 
parently became committed to the doctrine of 
allowing a recovery in cases of this character 
in a litigation in which the defense that no 
such action was known to the common law 
apparently was never raised—Donnelly 2. 
Minneapolis Mfg. Co., 161 Minn. 240, 201 
N. W. 305 (1924). In that case the plaintiff 
instituted a suit to recover damages for 
“an occupational disease” known as chronic 
bronchitis with chemical poisoning. Further- 
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more, in that case the complaint seemed to 
have been bottomed upon a violation of a duty 
created by a statute of that state requiring 
employers to equip their factories or work 
rooms with a proper and sufficient means of 
ventilation, etc., where, as a consequence of 
the breach of such statutory duty, the plain- 
tiff suffered the ailments complained of. The 
case is susceptible of differentiation from our 
general proposition, as it is stated in the lan- 
guage of the decision itself that “this case may 
be summed up by the statement that defendant 
is charged with violating its statutory.duty to 
furnish adequate ventilation in the room where 
plaintiff was employed * * *.” See also the 
cases of Cedergren v. Minnesota Steel Com- 
pany, (Minn.), 247 N. W. 235 (1933), and 
Clark vs. Banner Grain Company (Minn.), 
261 N. W. 596 (1935), in which similar re- 
sults, for similar reasons, were reached. 

In the case of In re Hurle, 104 N. E. 336, 
227 Mass. 223, L. R. A. 1916-A, 279, Anno. 
Cas. 1915-C, 919 (1914), it was declared inter 
alia by Rugg, C. J.: 


“At common law, the incurring of a 
disease or harm to health is such a personal 
wrong as to warrant a recovery, if the other 
elements of liability for tort are present.” 


But that case involved the right of recovery 
under the Massachusetts Compensation Statute 
for loss of sight through exposure to noxious 
gases, the inhalation of which caused blind- 
ness. The court’s declaration was, therefore, 
utterly gratuitous and unnecessary to a de- 
cision of the case. Similarly, in Re Magge- 
let, the same learned Chief Justice made a 
like and equally gratuitous deliverance where 
he reversed an award for compensation under 
the compensation statute of that common- 
wealth to a cigar maker incapacitated by “‘oc- 
cupational neurosis.”’ (228 Mass. 57, 116 N. 
E. 972, L. R. A. 1918-F, 864 (1917). 


As a tardy recognition perhaps, of the pit- 
falls implicit in this extravagant dictum, in 
two recent decisions, the Supreme Judicial 
Court of Massachusetts has tremendously ex- 
tended the scope of their Commonwealth’s 
Workmen’s Compensation Statute. Thus, in 
DeFellippo’s case (1933) 184 Mass. 531, 188 
N. E. 245, it was held that a stone cutter had 
Sustained a personal injury within the mean- 
ing of the Compensation Act where the con- 
tinued inhalation of particles of stone dust re- 
sulted in a pneumonokoniosis, it being stated 
by the court that a personal injury occurs 
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through the gradual accumulation in the body 
of harmful foreign matter when the accumu- 
lation becomes so great as to cause incapacity 
for work and not before. (Italics ours). 

And again in Anderson’s case (1934), 192 
N. E. 520, it was held that the evidence war- 
ranted a finding that an employee received a 
personal injury which incapacitated him dur- 
ing the time the employer was insured, al- 
though it appeared that the employee worked 
for some time after the expiration of the in- 
surer’s policy, the court stating that it could 
have been found, (the employee was a 
granite cutter, who had worked at his trade 
for more than forty years) that as a result of 
stone dust getting into his lungs throughout 
that period and the contraction of pneumono- 
koniosis, totally disabling him, that such in- 
capacity was the result of personal injury as 
distinguished from disease; that this condition 
was the cumulative effect of many years; 
the court in part saying: ‘Where a personal 
injury results from the cumulative effect of 
‘tangible impact of particles of granite upon 
the lungs of the employee’ over a period of 
time, the injury occurs when this cumulative 
effect becomes ‘so great as to cause incapacity 
for work.’ ” 

It is also sometimes said that Pennsylvania 
similarly allows a recovery. The case of Fritz 
v. Elk Tanning Company, 258 Pa. 180, 101 
Atl. 958 (1917), is cited in support of that 
view, but recovery in that case was apparently 
bottomed upon the violation of a statute of 
that jurisdiction. We quote from the opinion: 


“**#**Hut under section 11 of the act 
of May 2, 1905 (P. L. 352), it was defend- 
ant’s duty to know the character of the 
fumes and gases arising in its bleach room, 
and, if poisonous, to provide for their elimi- 
nation by exhaust fans or other sufficient 
devices. As no attempt was made to com- 
ply with the statute, and no claim that it 
could not have been done, if the fumes were 
poisonous, and plaintiff was injured there- 
by, without negligence on his part, he was 
entitled to recover as the provisions of the 
statute are mandatory.” 


New York State is likewise sometimes cata- 
logued as being a jurisdiction in which recov- 
ery in such an action is permitted. The de- 
cision of the New York Supreme Court for 
Monroe County of Trout v. Wickwire Spencer 
Steel Corporation, 195 N. Y. S. 528 (1922) 
is cited. True it is that the court in over- 
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ruling a motion to dismiss a complaint for 
chlorine poisoning said “but the common law 
remedy still exists as to cases not covered by 
the Statute.” But no cases in support there- 
of are cited, and opposed to that case is the 
earlier decision in Berry v. Atlantic White- 
Lead and Linseed-Oil Co., 51 N. Y. S. 602 
(1898), where, in denying a recovery for lead 
poisoning, it was quaintly observed by the 
court: 


“Tt does not conflict violently with our 
judicial experience and observation, that, 
wherever an accident has occurred, willing 
counsel have been at hand, ready to take 
up the burden of prosecuting actions for 
the recovery of damages, wherever it was 
believed there were reasonable chances for 
a substantial and compensatory verdict. 
That only two cases similar to the one at 
bar can be found of record in this state is 
not, indeed, controlling, but it affords 
strong presumption of a concensus of opin- 
ion that actions of this character are not 
maintainable. Certainly it agrees with our 
views of the defendant’s liability.” 


Where recovery has been allowed in Mis- 
souri in the conventional suit at law it can 
likewise probably be explained on the theory 
that a violation of a state statute was involved. 
See St. Joseph Lead Co. v. Jones, 70 Fed. (2) 
475 (C. C. A. 8, Mo. 1934), where the court 
said in part: 


“Tt is sufficient to point out that the de- 
murrer to the petition was properly over- 
ruled so far as the challenge to the Missouri 
statute is concerned, because it also charged 
common-law negligence in the failure to 
furnish appellee a safe place in which to 
work. But we are of opinion that the ob- 
jections to the statute relied upon are not 
well taken.******,” 


Compare also Wolf v. Mallinckrodt Chemi- 
cal Works, 81 S. W. 323, (Mo., 1935), where 
it must be admitted will be found certain ex- 
pressions of the court contrary to our view.* 

West Virginia appears to stand alone as 
the jurisdiction in which the question was pre- 
cisely and squarely decided, viz.: That at 
the common law a right to recover for occu- 


*See “Is the Contraction of Silicosis an Accident” 
by Honorable Wm. O. Reeder, of the Missouri Bar, 
- Insurance Counsel Journal for July 1935, Vol. II, 

o. 3. 
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pational diseases did in fact exist. In Jones 
v. Rinehart & Dennis Co., Inc., et al., 168 
S. E. 482, 113 W. Va. 414 (1933), a common 
law action for silicosis, resulting in death, was 
begun, setting up the negligence of the de- 
fendant employer in failing to provide a safe 
place in which to work, failure to employ ex- 
perienced foremen, failure to adopt adequate 
rules, failure to warn, failure to furnish 
proper tools and failure to ventilate, etc. 
The defendants’ demurrer to the declaration 
was overruled. This judgment was affirmed 
by the Supreme Court (one dissent) after a 
discussion by the court of the question of the 
existence of the right as a common law right 
(and after the citation of the Adams case, 
supra).* Having become committed to the 
view in the Jones case, the West Virginia 
Supreme Court of Appeals followed it in later 
pronouncements.—Adams v. G. C. Murphy 
Co. 174 S. E. 794, (1934). 


In conclusion we repeat that not one En- 
glish decision could be found sanctioning a 
recovery at the common law for an occupa- 
tional disease (as we are here treating of it). 
At least five American jurisdictions, in cases 
where the question has been squarely raised, 
have denied it and in the decisions of the ap- 
pellate courts of at least three other states 
there are very broad statements to be found 
that no such right existed. Opposed (except 
for a few scattered dicta) is one jurisdiction 
certainly and two possibly. But beyond the 
balancing of conflicting authority is the fact 
which to our mind is almost conclusive. That 
fact, in the words of the court in Berry v. 
Atlantic White Lead, etc., Co., supra, which 
we here again set out, is that: 


“It does not conflict violently with our 
judicial experience and observation, that, 
wherever an accident has occurred, willing 
counsel have been at hand, ready to take 
up the burden of prosecuting actions for 
the recovery of damages, wherever it was 
believed there were reasonable chances for 
a substantial and compensatory verdict. 
That only two cases similar to the one at 
bar can be found of record in this state is 
not, indeed, controlling, but it affords 
strong presumption of a concensus of opin- 
ion that actions of this character are not 
maintainable. Certainly it agrees with our 
views of the defendant’s liability.” 


*Quaere would the result have been the same had 
the English and other American decisions holding no 
recovery been urged upon the court? 
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Liability of a Privately Conducted Charity for Personal Injuries 


STEvENS T. Mason 
Detroit, Michigan 


E are constantly being asked by in- 
surance agents and brokers whether 
charitable institutions should carry liability 
insurance. What is the answer? Are they 


or are they not liable for the torts of their em- 
ployees? There are few subjects upon which 
the authorities are more conflicting than this 
one. 


n 11 Corpus Juris 374 we read the follow- 


ing 


“Some of the cases absolutely deny the 
liability of a charitable corporation, in any 
event, to pay damages for injuries arising 
from the negligence or other tort of its serv- 
ants or agents, either to a patient or inmate 
or to a third party, on the ground of public 
policy. Other courts, in total dissatisfac- 
tion with the rule and its various reasons, 
have repudiated it altogether and hold those 
bodies as much subject as others to the doc- 
trine of respondeat superior.” 


Suppose a philanthropic individual should 
make a bequest to endow a hospital for the 
care of the sick or afflicted. Trustees then 
undertake to administer the grant, and in the 
course of the administration an accident hap- 
pens. Possibly it is claimed that the hospital 
is liable for the negligence of a doctor who per- 
formed an operation. The question then 
arises as to whether the fund is to be depleted 
or diverted from the purpose of the trust to 
pay damages in a court of law. 

It is quite generally considered that the law 
on this subject was established in the early 
English case of Heriot’s Hospital vs Ross, 12 
Clark & F. 507; 8 English Re-prints 1508. 
In that case Lord Brougham said: 


“The finding is that the agents of the 
hospital had illegally and improperly done 
the act in question, and therefore, because 
the trustees have violated the statute, there- 
fore—what? Not that they shall them- 
selves pay the damages, but that the trust 
fund which they administer shall be made 
liable for their misconduct. The finding 
on this point is wrong.” 


Lord Campbell concurring said: 


“Such a perversion of the intention of the 
donor would lead to most inconvenient con- 
sequences. The trustees would in that 
case be indemnified against the con- 
sequences of their own good conduct, and 
the real object of the charity would be de- 
feated. Damages are to be paid from the 
pocket of the wrongdoer, not from a trust 
fund. 


Later on charitable institutions became 
more numerous. Hospitals both private and 
public were established in every large city 
which took in pay patients as well as charit- 
able patients. Courts then began gradually 
to recede from the rule in the Heriot’s Hospital 
case. Still later the coming of the automobile 
and the hospital ambulance forced public 
opinion to revolt against the rule. It was 
urged that charities were liable for the neg- 
ligience of their employees in the same way 
as private individuals. 

However, the reaction was too drastic and 
courts soon began to pause somewhat and to 
make nice distinctions between beneficiaries, 
employees and strangers. 

The most complete discussion anywhere 
available on this subject may be found in the 
comprehensive annotations in 14 A. L. R. 572; 
23 A. L.R. 923; 30 A. L. R. 455; 33 A. L. R. 
1369; 42 A. L. R. 971 and 62 A. L. R. 724. 
In using these notes it will be obvious to the 
reader that the author of the original note in 
14 A. L. R. 572 had strong convictions. He 
felt that the doctrine of immunity was unjust, 
and he expressed his views with some vigor. 
His reasoning is not without force. He points 
out that an individual is absolutely bound to 
pay damages for any injury negligently in- 
flicted upon a stranger, and the fact that he 
is actuated by charitable motive is immaterial. 
Therefore, it would be unjust to say that when 
he delegates the performance of his undertak- 
ings to another, or organizes a corporation to 
perform his undertakings, immunity should 
be conferred upon such grantee. There is 
much logic in this argument. Yet a careful 
study of the more recent cases cited in these 
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notes will convince the reader that the courts 
of the majority of States, although they give 
different reasons for it, are applying the ex- 
emption rule more and more frequently. The 
march of time seems to be extending rather 
than limiting the exemption rule. 

Some courts say it is beyond the power of 
the trustees to divert the funds directly, and 
therefore they cannot do so indirectly. Oth- 
ers say that the doctrine of respondeat superior 
does not apply to charities. Others say that 
the employees of hospitals are independent 
contractors and not the servants of the charity. 

As applied to beneficiaries the exemption 
rule is practically universal. Some States 
impose upon the charity the burden of show- 
ing the use of due care in selection and re- 
tention of servants, although this is hard to 
reconcile with the reasons given for the bene- 
ficiary exemption rule. 

As applied to servants and strangers the 
courts are in sharp conflict. In the case of 
Henry W. Putnam, Memorial Hospital vs 
Allen, (1929) 34 Fed. 2nd 927, the court said 
that, in the absence of a controlling decision 
of the courts of the state in which the case 
arose, a hospital is liable for the negligence of 
its ambulance driver ia colliding with an au- 
tomobile. That the exemption rule is an ex- 
treme and altogether monstrous doctrine. 


However, the court went on to say: 


“Tt is true that several courts of high 
authority have gone to this extreme.” 


The Federal Court in that case was refer- 
ring to the Massachusetts rule as expressed in 
the case of Foley vs West Memorial Hospital, 
141 N. E. 113 and kindred cases. The Su- 
preme Judicial Court of Massachusetts has 
committed itself to the rule that a public 
charity is not liable for the negligence of its 
employees in driving its ambulance. That 
trust funds cannot be used to compensate 
wrongdoing committed by agents of those ad- 
ministering the funds. And that no distinc- 
tion can be made between a patient and a 
stranger. 

In the case of Flueling vs Goeringer and the 
Checker Cab Company, 240 Michigan 372; 
215 N. W. 290, the Supreme Court of Michigan 
went still further and applied the exemption 
rule to a cab calling company organized as a 
corporation not for profit, holding that a 
non-profit corporation could not be liable in 
tort because the company could not use the 
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dues paid in by the drivers to satisfy a judg. 
ment. 

In the case of Rhone vs Try-Me-Cab Com- 
pany, 65 Fed. 2nd. 834 the District of Colum- 
bia Court held exactly the opposite, but ap- 
parently did so reluctantly. 

It must be admitted that there is logic in 
the Michigan decision. If a charitable or- 
ganization has no funds to spend on tort cases, 
neither has a cab calling company. 

If the exemption rule is going to be applied 
only to beneficiaries and not to servants and 
strangers some other course of reasoning will 
have to be adopted for making the distinction, 
If the charitable fund is going to be depleted 
by paying damages to a beneficiary it will be 
depleted just as much by paying damages to 
a stranger. If the rule respondeat superior 
does not apply with reference to a beneficiary, 
why should it apply to a stranger? If the 
servants of a charitable institution are inde- 
pendent contractors when a beneficiary is in- 
volved, why not when a stranger is involved? 

Another problem that is bound to confront 
any court making the distinction is this— 
what is a beneficiary? How does one become 
a beneficiary? 

In the case of Powers vs Massachusetts 
Homeopathic Hospital, 65 L. R. A. 372: 109 
Fed. 294 the Court said: 


“One who accepts the benefits either of 
a public or of a private charity enters into 
a relation which exempts his benefactor from 
liability for the negligence of his servants 
in administering the charity.” 


That is all very well for a beneficiary who 
is an adult with capacity to contract, but how 
about an infant? Can you impose an implied 
contract upon an infant who is incapable of 
contracting? In case of accident must a 
bleeding infant be stopped at the door of a 
hospital while a court appoints a guardian 
“in socage” or something so that he can be- 
come a beneficiary? How about a person in 
an unconscious condition; can he accept the 
benefits of the charity without knowing what 
he is doing? And yet courts have applied the 
beneficiary doctrine to infants as well as 
adults. Hill vs Tualitin Academy, 121 Pac. 
901; Emery vs Jewish Hospital Association, 
193 Kentucky 400; Barr vs Brooklyn Child- 
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ren’s Aid Society, 190 N. Y. Supp. 296; 
Hogan vs Chicago Lying-in Hospital, 335 Ill. 
42; Pepke vs Grace Hospital, 130 Michigan 
493. 

Some courts have gone so far as to ex- 
tend the beneficiary exemption rule to a friend 
who visits a patient in a hospital, charging 
him with being a recipient of the same bene- 
volence as the patient. Therefore, the hos- 
pital is not liable for injuries to such visitor 
caused by the negligence of its servants. 
Simon vs Pelouze, 263 Ill. Appeals, 177; 
Daniels vs Rahway Hospital, 160 Atl. 644. 

How is it possible to bring order out of this 
chaos? In Massachusetts and in many other 
States they will tell us to apply the exemption 
rule to beneficiaries, employees and strangers 
alike, and their reasoning is logical. In 
Michigan they will tell us that a corporation 
of any kind, which is not formed for pecuniary 
profit has no business gains from which a 
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judgment of this kind can be satisfied. Courts 
throughout the country are being influenced 
more and more by the logic of the Massa- 
chusetts cases. Are we coming back to the 
rule of Heriot’s Hospital vs Ross (supra)? 
It may well be. But for the present it is only 
safe to say that the great weight of authority 
applies the exemption rule only to benefic- 
iaries. In the case of servants and strangers 
the authorities are in sharp conflict. 

In many cases the courts indulge in flights 
of oratory using such phrases as, “The good 
Samaritan who takes to his home a wounded 
stranger,” and that “charity suffereth long 
and is kind,” but it must be remembered that 
St. Paul added the further proviso that charity 
must not “behave itself unseemly.” 
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COLORADO 


Legislative 
Chairman: William E. Hutton, 
Building, Denver, Colorado. 
Arthur H. Laws, University Building, Denver, 
Colorado.. 
Edward L. Wood, Gas, & Electric Building, Denver, 


Colorado. 
Membership 

Chairman: Lowell White, 
Denver, Colorado. 

W. C. Benton, First National Bank Building, Den- 
ver, Colorado. 

G. Dexter Blount, Equitable Building, Denver, 
Colorado. 


Capitol Life 


Equitable Building, 


CONNECTICUT 
Legislative 
Chairman: Allan E. Brosmith, 700 Main Street, 
Hartford, Connecticut. 
Claude H. Voorhees, 55 Elm Street, Hartford, 
Connecticut. 


Arthur B. O’Keefe, 153 Court Street, New Haven,’ 


Connecticut. 
Membership 
Chairman: Oliver R. Beckwith, 151 Farmington 
Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut. . 
Edward I. Taylor, 670 Main Street, Hartford, 
Connecticut. 
J. Warren Upson, 136 Grand Street, Waterbury, 
Connecticut. 


DELAWARE 
Legislative 
Chairman: James R. Morford, Delaware Trust 
Building, Wilmington, Delaware. 
Abel Klaw, Du Pont Building, Wilmington, Dela- 


ware, 

William Prickett, Delaware Trust Building, Wil- 
mington, Delaware. 

Membership 

Chairman: Abel Klaw, Du Pont Building, Wil- 
mington, Delaware. 

James R. Morford, Delaware Trust Building, Wil- 
mington, Delaware. 

William Prickett, Delaware Trust Building, Wil- 
mington, Delaware. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Arthur P. Drury, Colorado Building, 
Washington, D. C. 
Charles W. Arth, Albee Building, Washington, D. C. 
a S. Puller, Woodward Building, Washington, 


Membership 
Chairman: J. Crawford Biggs, 
Building, Washington, D. C. 
Charles W. Arth, Albee Building, Washington, D.C. 
J. re Latimer, Investment Building, Washing- 
on, 


504 Southern 


FLORIDA 
Legislative 
_ Chairman: Charles Cook Howell, Graham Build- 
ing, Jacksonville, Florida. 
C. L. Brown, Security Building, Miami, Florida. 
R. W. Shackleford, Tampa Theatre Building, 
Tampa, Florida. 
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Membership 
Chairman: John G. McKay, First National Bank 
Building, Miami, Florida. 
Harry T. Gray, Graham Building, Jacksonville, 
Florida. 
J. Thomas Gurney, First National Bank Building, 
Orlando, Florida. 


GEORGIA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Arthur G. Powell, 22 Marietta Street 
Building, Atlanta, Georgia. 
H. H. Swift, Murrah Building, Columbus, Georgia. 
Scott Russell, Georgia Casualty Building, Macon, 
Georgia. 


Membership 
Chairman: John M. Slaton, Grant Building, At- 
lanta, Georgia. 
Leonard Haas, Haas-Howell Building, Atlanta, 
Georgia. 
A. Pratt Adams, Fire Insurance Building, Savan- 
nah, Georgia. 


IDAHO 
Legislative 
Chairman: Oliver O. Haga, Idaho Building, Boise, 


Idaho. 
R. P. Parry, First National Bank Building, Twin 


Falls, Idaho. 


Membership 
Chairman: R. P. Parry, First National Bank 


Building, Twin Falls, Idaho. 
Oliver O. Haga, Idaho Building, Boise, Idaho. 


ILLINOIS 
Legislative 
Chairman: Albert C. Schlipf, First National Bank 
Building, Springfield, Illinois. 
Henry Driemeyer, 24 N. Main Street, East St. 
Louis, Illinois. 
L. F. Gillespie, Reisch Building, Springfield, Ili- 
nois. 
Membership 
Chairman: William L. Bourland, 231 S. LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Illinois. 
Ralph R. Hawxhurst, 1 N. LaSalle Street, Chicago, 
Illinois. 
George M. Weichelt, Rookery Building, 
Chicago, Illinois. 


1111 


INDIANA 
Legislative 
Chairman: C. F. Merrell, Consolidated Building, 
Indianapolis, Indiana. 
John W. Eggeman, First National Bank Building, 
Fort Wayne, Indiana. 
Allison E. Stuart, LaFayette Life Building, La- 
Fayette, Indiana. 


Membership 
Chairman: Arthur L. Aiken, Citizens Trust Build- 
ing, Fort Wayne, Indiana. 
Henry B. Walker, Old National Bank Building, 
Evansville, Indiana. 
James E. Bingham, Continental Bank Building, 
Indianapolis, Indiana. 
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IOWA 
Legislative 

Deloss P. Shull, Davidson Building, 
Frederic M. Miller, Equitable Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa. 


B. F. Swisher, Pioneer Bank Building, Waterloo, 
Towa. 


Chairman: 
Sioux City, Iowa. 


Membership 
Chairman: Phineas M. Henry, Equitable Build- 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa. 
Rex H. Fowler, Crocker Building, Des Moines, 
Towa. 
Thomas Watters, Jr., Register & Tribune Building, 
Des Moines, Iowa. 


KANSAS 
Legislative 
Chairman: Harry W. Colmery, National Bank of 
Topeka Building, Topeka, Kansas. 
Robert L. Webb, National Reserve Building, 
Topeka, Kansas. 
J. D. Fair, 
Wichita, Kansas. 


Fourth National Bank Building, 


Membership 
Chairman: A. B. Keller, National Bank Building, 
Pittsburgh, Kansas. 
Thomas M. VanCleave, 
Kansas City, Kansas. 
Allen B. Burch, Brown Building, Wichita, Kansas. 


Commercial Building, 


KENTUCKY 
Legislative 
Chairman: Ernest Woodward, Kentucky Home 
Life Building, Louisville, Kentucky. 
Max B. Harlin, Tenth Street, 
Kentucky. 
J. P. Hobson, Jr., First National Bank Building, 
Pikeville, Kentucky. 
Membership 
Chairman: Robert P. Hobson, Kentucky Home 
Life Building, Louisville, Kentucky. 
A. D. Kirk, Owensboro, Kentucky. 


Bowling Green, 


T. S. Waller, City National Bank Building, 
Paducah, Kentucky. 
LOUISIANA 
Legislative 


Chairman: Richard B. Montgomery, Jr., Canal 
Bank Building, New Orleans, Louisiana. 

L. W. Brooks, Louisiana National Bank Building- 
ton, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 

Alfred C. Kammer, Hibernia Bank Building, New 
Orleans, Louisiana. 

Membership 

Chairman: Frank S. Normann, Masonic Build- 
ing, New Orleans, Louisiana. 

Theodore W. Bethea, Hibernia Building, New Or- 
leans, Louisiana. 

Percy N. Browne, Giddens-Lane Building, Shreve- 
port, Louisiana. 


MAINE 
Legislative 
Chairman: Alton C. Wheeler, 81 Main Street, Au- 
burn, Maine. 


William B. Mahoney, 120 Exchange Street, Port- 
land, Maine. 

Brooks Whitehouse, 57 Exchange Street, Portland, 
Maine. 
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Membership 

Chairman: James E. Mitchell, 6 State Street, 
Bangor, Maine. 

Fred H. Lancaster, 110 Lisbon Street, Lewiston, 
Maine. 

Forrest E. Richardson, 85 Exchange Street, Port- 
land, Maine. 


MARYLAND 
Legislative 
Chairman: J. Lloyd Harshman, 
Maryland. 
Robert R. Carman, Maryland Trust Building, 
Baltimore, Maryland. 
Edward G. Lowry, Jr., Maryland Casualty Com- 
pany, Baltimore, Maryland. 
Membership 
Chairman: J. Harry Schisler, Fidelity & Deposit 
Company of Maryland, Baltimore, Maryland. 
Thomas N. Bartlett, Maryland Casualty Company, 
Baltimore, Maryland. 
Chester F. Morrow, Baltimore Life Building, Balti- 
more, Maryland. 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Legislative 
Chairman: John W. Downs, 11 Beacon Street, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 
S. Alton Ralph, 168 Bridge Street, Springfield, 
Massachusetts. 
Byron K. Elliott, John Hancock Mutual Life In- 
surance Company, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Membership 
Chairman: G. W. Gordon, Court Square Build- 
ing, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
Ralph H. Willard, 100 Milk Street, Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts. 
Thomas Nixon Foynes, 7 Willow Street, Lynn, 
Massachusetts. 


Hagerstown, 


MICHIGAN 
Legislative 
Chairman: Howard D. Brown, United Artists 
Building, Detroit, Michigan. 
Roscoe O. Bonisteel, Wolverine Building, Ann 
Arbor, Michigan. 
Laurent K. Varnum, Michigan Trust Building, 


.Grand Rapids, Michigan. 


Membership 
Chairman: Clifford M. Toohy, Dime Bank Build- 
ing, Detroit, Michigan. 
John M. Dunham, Grand Rapids National Bank 
Building, Grand Rapids, Michigan. ; 
William C. Searl, 615 N. Capitol Avenue, Lansing, 
Michigan. 


MINNESOTA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Charles N. Orr, Minnesota Building, 
St. Paul, Minnesota. 
L. P. McNally, First National-Soo Line Building, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota. : 
E. A. Roberts, Commerce Building, St. Paul, Min- 
nesota. 
Membership 
Chairman: Paul J. McGough, Northwestern Na- 
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
T. W. Doan, Alworth Building, Duluth, Minnesota. 
Wilfred E. Rumble, First National Bank Building, 
St. Paul, Minnesota. 
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MISSISSIPPI 
Legislative 

Chairman: L. Barrett Jones, Lamar Building, 
Jackson, Mississippi. 

William H. Watkins, Standard Life Building, Jack- 
son, Mississippi. 

W. Calvin Wells, III, Lamar Life Building, Jack- 
son, Mississippi. 


Membership 
Chairman: F. Y. Dabney, Merchants National 
Bank Building, Vicksburg, Mississippi. 
W. W. Venable, McWilliams Building, Clarksdale, 
Mississippi. 
J. Morgan Stevens, Lamar Life Building, Jackson, 
Mississippi. 


MISSOURI 


Legislative 
Chairman: James T. Blair, Jr., Monroe Building, 
Jefferson City, Missouri. 
Grover C. James, Joplin National Bank Building, 
Joplin, Missouri. 
Walter R. Mayne, 506 Olive Street, St. Louis, 
Missouri. 


Membership 
Chairman: P. E. Reeder, Waltower Building, 
Kansas City, Missouri. 
Spencer F. Harris, Lathrop Building, Kansas City, 
Missouri. 
William O. Reeder, 705 Olive Street, St. Louis, 
Missouri. 
MONTANA 
Legislative 
Chairman: John K. Claxton, Silver Bow Building, 
Butte, Montana. 
_ Roy H. Glover, Great Northern Railway Build- 
ing, Great Falls, Montana. 


J. W. Speer, First National Bank Building, Great 
Falls, Montana. 


Membership 
Chairman: Roy H. Glover, Great Northern Rail- 
way Building, Great Falls, Montana. 
John K. Claxton, Silver Bow Building, Butte, 
Montana. 
Raymond Hildebrand, Glendive, Montana. 


NEBRASKA 


Legislative 
Chairman: F. B. Baylor, Sharp Building, Lincoln, 
Nebraska. 
Ralph P. Wilson, First National Bank Building, 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 
_ Chas. F. McLaughlin, City National Bank Build- 
Ing, Omaha, Nebraska. 


Membership 
Chairman: G. L. DeLacy, City National Bank 
Building, Omaha, Nebraska. 
J. L. Cleary, First National Bank Building, Grand 
Island, Nebraska. 
_Earl Cline, First National Bank Building, Lincoln, 
Nebraska. 
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NEVADA 
Legislative 
Chairman: E. F. Lunsford, E. C. Lyon Building, 
Reno, Nevada. 
B. L. Quayle, Ely, Nevada. 
Miles N. Pike, Reno, Nevada. 


Membership 
Chairman: Robert Z. Hawkins, United Nevada 
Bank Building, Reno, Nevada. 
B. L. Quayle, Ely, Nevada. 
E. F. Lunsford, E. C. Lyon Building, Reno, 
Nevada. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Legislative 
Chairman: Philip H. Faulkner, Keene, New 
Hampshire. 
Maurice F. Devine, Bell Building, Manchester, 
New Hampshire. 
Membership 
Chairman: Philip H. Faulkner, Keene, New 
Hampshire. 
Maurice F. Devine, Bell Building, Manchester, 
New Hampshire. 


NEW JERSEY 


Legislative 
Chairman: Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 790 Broad 
Street, Newark, New Jersey. 
Edward A. Markley, 1 Exchange Place, Jersey 
City, New Jersey. 
Paul H. Guilfoil, 15 Washington Street, Newark, 
New Jersey. 
Membership 
Chairman: Mark Townsend, Jr., 921 Bergen 
Avenue, Jersey City, New Jersey. 
Samuel M. Hollander, 1180 Raymond Boulevard, 
Newark, New Jersey. 
Lionel P. Kristeller, 810 Broad Street, Newark, 
New Jersey. 


NEW MEXICO 


Legislative 
Chairman: Francis C. Wilson, Sena Plaza, Santa 
Fe, New Mexico. 
Carl H. Gilbert, A. B. Renehan Building, Santa 
Fe, New Mexico. 
Membership 
Chairman: Carl H. Gilbert, A. B. Renehan Build- 
ing. Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
Francis C. Wilson, Sena Plaza, Santa Fe, New 
Mexico. 


NEW YORK 
Legislative 
Chairman: Joseph B. Murphy, State Tower Build- 
ing, Syracuse, New York. 
Donald Gallagher, Home Savings Bank Building, 
Albany, New York. 
Gay H. Brown, First National Bank Building, 
Utica, New York. 
Membership 
Chairman: George L. Naught, 100 Broadway, 
New York, New York. 
Herbert W. J. Hargrave, 123 William Street, New 
York, New York. 
Frank T. Sheridan, Dillaye Memorial Building, 
Syracuse, New York. 
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NORTH CAROLINA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Willis Smith, Security Bank Building, 
Raleigh, North Carolina. 
John M. Robinson, Law Building, Charlotte, North 
Carolina. 
Robert Ruark, Lawyers Building, Raleigh, North 
Carolina. 
Membership 
Chairman: Cale K. Burgess, Raleigh Building, 
Raleigh, North Carolina. 
Thos. J. Harkins, Jackson Building, Asheville, 
North Carolina. 
J. O. Carr, North Carolina Bank Building, Wil- 
mington, North Carolina. 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Legislative 
Chairman: Gordon V. Cox, Little Building, Bis- 
marck, North Dakota. 
Clyde L. Young, First National Bank Building, 
Bismarck, North Dakota. 
A. R. Bergesen, O’Neal Block, Fargo, North Da- 
kota. 
Membership 
Chairman: C. C. Wattam, 55% Broadway, Far- 
go, North Dakota. 
Gordon V. Cox, Little Building, Bismarck, North 
Dakota. 
Tracy R. Bangs, First National Bank Building, 
Grand Forks, North Dakota. 


OHIO 
Legislative 


Chairman: Russell M. Knepper, 5 East Long 
Street, Columbus, Ohio. 
Don McVay, LeRoy, Ohio. 
ae M. Noll, Peoples Bank Building, Marietta, 
io. 


Membership 
Chairman: Robert M. Noll, Peoples Bank Build- 
ing, Marietta, Ohio. 
Harry E. Marble, Union Central Building, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio. 
oa’ M. Bennett, 8 East Long Street, Columbus, 
io. 


OKLAHOMA 


Legislative 
Chairman: Remington Rogers, Philcade Building, 
Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Carl Kruse, Bass Building, Enid, Oklahoma. 
V. P. Crowe, First National Bank Building, Okla- 
homa City, Oklahoma. 


Membership 
Chairman: Charles Edward Johnson, First Na- 
tional Bank Building, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
Geo. C. Abernathy, Masonic Temple, Shawnee, 
Oklahoma. 
H. L. Smith, Kennedy Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 


OREGON 
Legislative 
Chairman: W. R. Wilbur, Board of Trade Build- 
ing, Portland, Oregon. 
Membership 
Chairman: W. R. Wilbur, Board of Trade Build- 
ing, Portland, Oregon. 
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PANAMA CANAL ZONE 
Legislative 
Chairman: 'Wm. A. Van Siclen, 318 Gorgas Road, 
Ancon, Panama Canal Zone. 
Membership 
Chairman: Wnm. A. Van Siclen, 318 Gorgas Road, 
Ancon, Panama Canal Zone. 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Legislative 
Chairman: J. Borton Weeks, Pennsylvania Bank 
Building, Chester, Pennsylvania. 
Harry S. Ambler, Jr., 12 South Twelfth Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
Russell R. Yost, Johnstown Trust Building, John- 
stown, Pennsylvania. 
Membership 
Chairman: R. D. Dalzell, 450 Fourth Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
J. Roy Dickie, Grant Building, Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania. 
Joseph S. Conwell, Land Title Building, Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania. 


RHODE ISLAND 
Legislative 
Chairman: Harold A. Andrews, Industrial Trust 
Building, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Henry M. Boss, Jr., Hospital Trust Building, 
Providence, Rhode Island. 
Clifford A. Kingsley, Turks Head Building, Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island. 
Membership 
Chairman: Herbert M. Sherwood, Turks Head 
Building, Providence, Rhode Island. 
J. Russell Haire, 223 Thames Street, Newport, 
Rhode Island. 
Harold R. Semple, Union Trust Building, Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Ashley C. Tobias, 
Building, Columbia, South Carolina. 
J. Waties Waring, 35 Broad Street, Charleston, 
South Carolina. 
H. J. Haynsworth, Chamber of Commerce Build- 
ing, Greenville, South Carolina. 
Membership 
Chairman: John E. Johnston, Chamber of Com- 
merce Building, Greenville, South Carolina. 
B. Allston Moore, 69 Broad Street, Charleston, 
South Carolina. 
Alva M. Lumpkin, Central Union Building, Colum- 
bia, South Carolina. 


Carolina Life 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Legislative 
Chairman: T. M. Bailey, Bailey Glidden Build- 
ing, Sioux Falls, South Dakota. <- 
Albert R. Denu, First National Bank Building, 
Rapid City, South Dakota. 
Perry F. Loucks, Way-Penny Building, Watertown, 
South Dakota. 
Membership 
Chairman: Tom Kirby, Western Surety Building, 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota. ; 
T. M. Bailey, Bailey Glidden Building, Sioux Falls, 
South Dakota. 
A. B. Fairbank, Boyce-Greeley Building, Sioux 
Falls, South Dakota. 
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TENNESSEE 
Legislative 
Chairman: Thomas G. Watkins, Stahlman Build- 
ing, Nashville, Tennessee. 
Paul Campbell, James Building, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee. 
W. Percy McDonald, Bank of Commerce Building, 
Memphis, Tennessee. 
Membership 
Chairman: Robert M. Nelson, Fidelity Building, 
Memphis, Tennessee. 
H. T. Poore, Fidelity Bankers Building, Knoxville, 
Tennessee. 
Albert A. White, Nashville Trust Building, Nash- 
ville, Tennessee. 


TEXAS 
Legislative 
Chairman: William Thompson, Republic Bank 
Building, Dallas, Texas. 
Ireland Graves, Norwood Building, Austin, Texas. 
B. V. Thompson, Fort Worth Club Building, Fort 
Worth, Texas. 


Membership 
Chairman: Claude V. Birkhead, Gunter Building, 
San Antonio, Texas. 
Albert B. Hall, Mercantile Building, Dallas, Texas. 
W. L. Kemper, Shell Building, Houston, Texas. 


UTAH 
Legislative 

Chairman: Ralph T. Stewart, Continental Na- 
tional Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

J. D. Hurd, Continental Building, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. 

George A. Critchlow, Continental Bank Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 


Membership 
Chairman: J. D. Hurd, Continental Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 
J. R. S. Budge, First National Bank Building, Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 
a H. Ray, Kerns Building, Salt Lake City, 
tah. 


VERMONT 
Legislative 
Chairman: William N. Theriault, 43 State Street, 
Montpelier, Vermont. 
Gelsie Monti, 203 North Main Street, Barre, Ver- 
mont. 
Walter S. Fenton, Mead Building, Rutland, Ver- 
mont. 
Membership 
Chairman: Gelsie Monti, 203 North Main Street, 
Barre, Vermont. 
William N. Theriault, 43 State Street, Montpelier, 
Vermont. 
Wm. R. McFeeters, Peoples Trust Company Build- 
ing, St. Albans, Vermont. 


VIRGINIA 


Legislative 


Chairman: Hill Montague, Travelers Building, 
Richmond, Virginia. 


Harvey B. Apperson, Boxley Building, Roanoke, © 


Virginia. 


James H. Corbitt, National Bank of Suffolk Build- 
ing, Suffolk, Virginia. 
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Membership 
Chairman: Harvey E. White, Citizens Bank 
Building, Norfolk, Virginia. 
S. Burnell Bragg, Law Building, Norfolk, Virginia. 
-_— G. Muse, Boxley Building, Roanoke, Vir- 


WASHINGTON 
Legislative 
Chairman: Cassius E. Gates, Central Building, 
Seattle, Washington. 
Charles T. Hutson, Exchange Building, Seattle, 
Washington. 
B. H. Kizer, Old National Bank Building, Spokane, 
Washington. 
Membership 
Chairman: J. C. Cheney, Miller Building, Ya- 
kima, Washington. 
John E. Ryan, Jr., Northern Life Tower, Seattle, 
Washington. 
L. Skeel, Insurance Building, Seattle, Wash- 
ington. 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Legislative 
Chairman: Thomas B. Jackson, Kanawha Valley 
Building, Charleston, West Virginia. 
Frank C. Haymond, Haymond Building, Fairmont, 
West Virginia. 
E. A. Marshall, First Huntington National Bank 
Building, Huntington, West Virginia. 
Membership 
Chairman: Clarence E. Martin, Peoples Trust 
Building, Martinsburg, West Virginia. 
James M. Guiher, Union Bank Building, Clarks- 
burg, West Virginia. 
Joseph R. Curl, Riley Law Building, Wheeling, 
West Virginia. 


WISCONSIN 
Legislative 
Chairman: James E. Coleman, Bankers Building, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
Walter T. Bie, Bellin Building, Green Bay, Wis- 
consin. 
Robert J. Sutherland, First Central Building, 
Madison, Wisconsin. 
Membership 
Chairman: William A. Hayes, Bankers Building, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
Gerald P. Hayes, Wisconsin National Bank Build- 
ing, Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
H. I. Weed, Wisconsin National Life Building, 
Oshkosh, Wisconsin. 


WYOMING 
Legislative 
Chairman: M. A. Kline, Building, 
Cheyenne, Wyoming. 
H. B. Durham, Consolidated Royalty Building, 
Casper, Wyoming. 
; John D. Dawson, Jenne Building, Douglas, Wyom- 
ing. 


Majestic 


Membership 
Chairman: Wm. B. Cobb, Consolidated Royalty 
Building, Casper, Wyoming. 
H. B. Durham, Consolidated Royalty Building, 
Casper, Wyoming. 
; M. A. Kline, Majestic Building, Cheyenne, Wyom- 
ing. 
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ALABAMA 


MonTGOMERY 
H. F. Crenshaw, 
Rushton, Crenshaw & Rushton, 
Bell Building. 


CANADA 


Cacary, ALBERTA 
Colin Campbell McLaurin, 
Fenerty & McLaurin, 
Insurance Exchange Building. 
Henry G. Nolan, 
Bennett, Hannah & Sanford, 
Lancaster Building. 


SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, 
Emmett M. Hall, K. C. 
Canada Building. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WASHINGTON 
J. Crawford Biggs, 
Southern Building. 


FLORIDA 


MIAMI 
Charles A. Morehead, 
Hawthorne & Morehead, 
Ingraham Building. 


GEORGIA 


ATLANTA 
E. Smythe Gambrell, 
Haas, Gambrell & Gardner, 
Haas-Howell Building. 


BAINBRIDGE 
Vance Custer. 


ILLINOIS 


CHICAGO 

John M. Breen, 
Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co., 
4750 Sheridan Road. 

Victor C. Gorton, General Counsel, 
Allstate Insurance Co., 
925 South Homan Avenue. 

L. Duncan Lloyd, 
Lord, Lloyd & Bissell, 
135 South LaSalle Street. 


By States 


KANSAS 


WICcHITA 
Lawrence Weigand, 
Cox & Weigand, 
Beacon Building. 


_ KENTUCKY 


LovIsvILLE 
Herbert F. Boehl, 
Davis, Boehl, Viser & Marcus, 
Kentucky Home Life Building. 
Charles I. Dawson, 
Woodward, Dawson & Hobson, 
Kentucky Home Life Building. 


WINCHESTER 
John T. Metcalf, 
Jouett & Metcalf, 
McEldowney Building. 


LOUISIANA 
Monroe 
Alden T, Shotwell, 
Shotwell & Brown, 
Ouachita National Bank Building. 


New ORLEANS 
St. Clair Adams, 
St. Clair Adams & Son, 
American Bank Building. 
St. Clair Adams, Jr., 
St. Clair Adams & Son, 
American Bank Building. 
Alvin R. Christovich, 
American Bank Building. 
Edwin C. Hollins, 
Hibernia Bank Building. 


MAINE 
AUGUSTA 


Herbert E. Locke, 
Locke, Campbell & Reid, 
Depositors Trust Building. 


PreEsQUE IsLE 
Granville C. Gray, 
Boone Block. 


MARYLAND 
BALTIMORE 


Charles T. LeViness, III, 
Hargest, LeViness, Duckett & 
McGlannan, 

Munsey Building. 
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MICHIGAN 


DETROIT 
Joseph H. Parsons, 
Clark, Klein, Ferris & Cook, 
Union Guardian Building. 


MINNESOTA 


DuLuTH 
Rollo F. Hunt, 
Hunt & Palmer, 
Lonsdale Building. 
Ray G. Palmer, 
Hunt & Palmer, 
Lonsdale Building. 


MINNEAPOLIS 
F. H. Durham, 
Durham & Swanson, 
Northwestern Bank Building. 


MISSISSIPPI 


JacKson 
Pat H. Eager, Jr., 
Watkins & Eager, 
Standard Life Building. 


MISSOURI 


Kansas City 
Leland Hazard, 
Winger, Reeder, Barker & Hazard, 
Waltower Building. 
Leo B. Parker, 
Commerce Building. 


St. JosePH 

H. Templeton Brown, 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building. 

Robert A. Brown, Jr., 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building. 

Richard L. Douglas, 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building. 


St. Lovis 
Lyon Anderson, 
Leahy, Saunders & Walther, 
National Bank of Commerce Building. 


NEBRASKA 
LincoLtn 
Ralph P. Wilson, 
Burkett, Wilson & Van Kirk, 
First National Bank Building. 


OMAHA 
John L. Barton, 
Crossman, Munger & Barton, 
First National Bank Building. 


NEW JERSEY 


ATLANTIC 
G. Arthur Bolte, 
Bolte & Tripician, 
1516 Atlantic Avenue. 


NEWARK 
Frank J. Roan, Vice-President, 
Commercial Casualty Insurance Co., 
10 Park Place. 


NEW MEXICO 


ALBUQUERQUE 
Pearce Coddington Rodey, 
Rodey & Dickason, 
First National Bank Building. 


NEW YORK 


BUFFALO 
Ray M. Stanley, 
Stanley & Gidley, 
Marine Trust Building. 


New York 

Anthony Bruce, Counsel, 
Home Indemnity Company, 
59 Maiden Lane. 

Walter G. Evans, 
Evans, Hunt & Rees, 
220 Broadway. 

Arthur H. Williams, 
Home Indemnity Company, 
59 Maiden Lane. 


ROCHESTER 
Melvin H. Zurett, 
Brown & Zurett, 
Reynolds Arcade Building. 


SYRACUSE 
Chester B. Rifenbary, 
Bond, Schoeneck & King, 
State Tower Building. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


WILMINGTON 
Isaac C. Wright, 
Security National Bank Building. 


OHIO 


CANTON 
David B. Day, 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building. 
John G. Ketterer, 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building. 
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George D. Martin, 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building. 

Hubert C. Pontius, 

Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building. 

Donald W. Raley, 

Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 

First National Bank Building. 


CLEVELAND 

William Howell, 
Howell, Roberts & Duncan, 
Guardian Building. 

William D. Howell, 
Howell, Roberts & Duncan, 
Guardian Building. 

Robert H. Jamison, 
Bulkley Building. 

Melvin M. Roberts, 
Guardian Building. 


CoLuMBUS 
John M. Vorys, 
Vorys, Sater, Seymoor & Pease, 
52 East Gay Street. 


ToLepo 
Leland H. Notnagel, 
Marshall, Melhorn & Marlar, 
Spitzer Building. 


OKLAHOMA 


Ox taHomMa City 
J. B. Dudley, 
Dudley, Hyde, Duvall & Dudley, 
Ramsey Tower. 


Duke Duvall, 
Dudley, Hyde, Duvall, & Dudley, 
Ramsey Tower. 


Herbert K. Hyde, 
Dudley, Hyde, Duvall, & Dudley, 
Ramsey Tower. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


PHILADELPHIA 

Wm. T. Campbell, 
Swartz, Campbell & Henry, 
Lincoln-Liberty Building. 

Thomas F. Mount, 

Rawle & Henderson, 
Packard Building. 

J. H. R. Roberts, Vice-President, 
Pennsylvania Indemnity Corporations, 
Atlantic Building. 

C. Donald Swartz, 

Swartz, Campbell & Henry, 
Lincoln-Liberty Building. 


SUNBURY 
Richard Henry Klein, 
440 Market Street. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


Pinckney L. Cain, 
Thomas, Lumpkin & Cain, 
Central Union Building. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Sroux Fats 
F. G. Warren, 
Boyce, Warren & Fairbank, 
Boyce-Greeley Building. 


TENNESSEE 


CHATTANOOGA 
Paul Campbell, 
Finlay & Campbell, 
James Building. 


TEXAS 


DaLias 
Richard L. Hughston, 
Mercantile Building. 


Houston 
W. N. Arnold, Jr., 
Simmons & Arnold, 
First National Bank Building. 


UTAH 


Satt Laxke City 
Dan B. Shields, 
Judge Building. 


VIRGINIA 


NorFoLk 
Barron F. Black, 
Vandeventer & Black, 
Citizens Bank Building. 


WASHINGTON 


SEATTLE 


W. R. McKelvy, 
Roberts & Skeel, 
Insurance Building. 


WEST VIRGINIA 


CHARLESTON 
George S. Couch, 

Brown, Jackson & Knight, 

Kanawha Valley Building. 
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Supplement To July, 1935 Roster 
Alphabetically 


A 
Apams, St. CLAIR 
St. Clair Adams and Son, 
American Bank Building, 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 


Apas, St. Cram, Jr., 
St. Clair Adams and Son, 
American Bank Building, 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 

. ANDERSON, Lyon 
Leahy, Saunders & Walther, 
National Bank of Commerce Bldg., 
St. Louis, Missouri. 

Arnon, 'W.N., Jr. 
Simmons & Arnold, 
First National Bank Building, 
Houston, Texas. 


B 
Barton, Joun L. 
Crossman, Munger & Barton, 
First National Bank Building, 
Omaha, Nebraska. 


Biccs, J. CRAWFORD 
Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 


Brack, Barron F. 
Vandeventer & Black, 
Citizens Bank Building, 
Norfolk, Virginia. 


Borut, Herpert F. 
Davis, Boehl, Viser & Marcus, 
Kentucky Home Life Building, 
Louisville, Kentucky. 


Botte, G. ARTHUR 
Bolte & Tripician, 
1516 Atlantic Avenue, 
Atlantic City, New Jersey. 


Breen, JoHn M. 
Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co., 
4750 Sheridan Road, 
Chicago, Illinois. 


Brown, H. TEMPLETON 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building, 
St. Joseph, Missouri. 


Brown, Rosert A., Jr. 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building, 
St. Joseph, Missouri. 


Bruce, ANTHONY, Counsel 
Home Indemnity Company, 
59 Maiden Lane, 
New York City. 


Cc 


Cary, Pinckney L. 
Thomas, Lumpkin & Cain, 
Central Union Building, 
Columbia, South Carolina. 


CAMPBELL, PauL 
Finlay & Campbell, 
James Building, 
Chattanooga, Tennessee. 


CaMpPBELL, Wm. T. 
Swartz, Campbell & Henry, 
Lincoln-Liberty Building, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


Curistovicu, ALvIN R. 
American Bank Building, 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 


Coucu, Georce S. 
Brown, Jackson & Knight, 
Kanawha Valley Building, 
Charleston, West Virginia. 


CrensHaw, H. F. 
Rushton, Crenshaw & Rushton, 
Bell Building, 
Montgomery, Alabama. 


Custer, VANCE 


Bainbridge, Georgia. 


D 


Dawson, Cuartes I. 
Woodward, Dawson & Hobson, 
Kentucky Home Life Building, 
Louisville, Kentucky. 


Day, B. 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building, 
Canton, Ohio. 


Dovetas, RicHarp L. 
Brown, Douglas & Brown, 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building, 
St. Joseph, Missouri. 
Duptey, J. B. 
Dudley, Hyde, Duvall & Dudley, 


Ramsey Tower, 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 


I 
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DuruaM, F. H. 
Durham & Swanson, 
Northwestern Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota. 


Dudley, Hyde, Duvall & Dudley, 
Ramsey Tower, 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 


E 


Eacer, Pat H., Jr. 
Watkins & Eager, 
Standard Life Building, 
Jackson, Mississippi. 


Evans, WALTER G. 
Evans, Hunt & Rees, 
220 Broadway, 
New York City. 


G 


GaMBRELL, E. SMYTHE 
Haas, Gambrell & Gardner, 
Haas-Howell Building, 
Atlanta, Georgia. 


Gorton, Victor C., General Counsel, 
Allstate Insurance Company, 
925 South Homan Avenue, 
Chicago, Illinois. 


Gray, GRANVILLE C. 
Boone Block, 
Presque Isle, Maine. 


H 


Hari, Emmett M., K. C. 
Canada Building, 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada. 


Hazarp, LELAND 
Winger, Reeder, Barker & Hazard, 
Waltower Building, 
Kansas City, Missouri. 


Hottins, Epwin C. 
Hibernia Bank Building, 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 


Howe tt, WILLIAM 
Howell, Roberts & Duncan, 
Guardian Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 


D. 
Howell, Roberts & Duncan, 
Guardian Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 


Hvucuston, Ricwarp L. 
Mercantile Building, 
Dallas, Texas. 


Hunt, Rotto F. 
Hunt & Palmer, 
Lonsdale Building, 
Duluth, Minnesota. 


Hype, Hersert K. 
Dudley, Hyde, Duvall & Dudley, 
Ramsey Tower, 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 


J 


Jamison, Ropert H. 
Bulkley Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 


K 


JOHN G. 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building, 
Canton, Ohio. 


Kern, RicHarp HENRY 
440 Market Street, 
Sunbury, Pennsylvania. 


L 


LeViness, Cuartes T., III, 
Hargest, LeViness, Duckett & 
McGlannan, 

Munsey Building, 
Baltimore, Maryland. 


Lioyp, L. Duncan 
Lord, Lloyd & Bissell, 
135 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Illinois. 


Locke, Hersert E. 
Locke, Campbell & Reid, 
Depositors Trust Building, 
Augusta, Maine. 


Martin, Georce D. 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building, 
Canton, Ohio. 

Metcatr, Joun T. 

Jouett & Metcalf, 
McEldowney Building, 
Winchester, Kentucky. 

Moreweap, Cartes A. 
Hawthorne & Morehead, 
Ingraham Building, 
Miami, Florida. 

Mowunt, Tuomas F. 

Rawle & Henderson, 

Packard Building, 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
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Mc 

McKetvy, W. R. 

Roberts & Skeel, 

Insurance Building, 

Seattle, Washington. 
McLaurin, Corry CAMPBELL 

Fenerty & McLaurin, 

Insurance Exchange Building, 

Calgary, Alberta, Canada. 


N 


Noan, Henry G. 
Bennett, Hannah & Sanford, 
Lancaster Building, 
Calgary, Alberta, Canada. 
Notnacet, H. 
Marshall, Melhorn & Marlar, 
Spitzer Building, 
Toledo, Ohio. 


P 
Parmer, Ray G. 
Hunt & Palmer, 
Lonsdale Building, 
Duluth, Minnesota. 
Parker, Leo B. 
Commerce Building, 
Kansas City, Missouri. 
Parsons, JosePH H. 
Clark, Klein, Ferris & Cook, 
Union Guardian Building, 
Detroit, Michigan. 
Pontius, Husert C. 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building, 
Canton, Ohio. 


R 


Ratey, DonaLp W. 
Lynch, Day, Pontius & Lynch, 
First National Bank Building, 
Canton, Ohio. 

RrirenBary, CHESTER B. 
Bond, Schoeneck & King, 
State Tower Building, 
Syracuse, New York. 

Roan, Frank J., Vice-President, 
Commercial Casualty Insurance Co., 
10 Park Place, 

Newark, New Jersey. 

Roszerts, J. H. R., Vice-President, 
Pennsylvania Indemnity Corporations, 
Atlantic Building, 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Rorerts, Metvin M. 
Guardian Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 


Ropey, Pearce CoppINcTon 
Rodey & Dickason, 
First National Bank Building, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 


Sutetps, Dan B. 
Judge Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 
SHOTWELL, ALDEN T. 
Shotwell & Brown, 
Ouachita National Bank Building, 
Monroe, Louisiana. 
STanteEy, Ray M. 
Stanley & Gidley, 
Marine Trust Building, 
Buffalo, New York. 
Swartz, C. Donatp 
Swartz, Campbell & Henry, 
Lincoln-Liberty Building, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


Vv 
Vorys, JoHn M. 
Vorys, Sater, Seymoor & Pease, 
52 East Gay Street, 
Columbus, Ohio. 


Warren, F. G. 
Boyce, Warren & Fairbank, 
Boyce-Greeley Building, 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota. 


WEIGAND, LAWRENCE 
Cox & Weigand, 
Beacon Building, 
Wichita, Kansas. 


WittraMs, ArTHurR H. 
Home Indemnity Company, 
59 Maiden Lane, 
New York City. 


Wuson, P. 
Burkett, Wilson & Van Kirk, 
First National Bank Building, 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 


Wricnt, Isaac C. 
Security National Bank Building, 
Wilmington, North Carolina. 


Z 


Zurett, Mervin H. 
Brown & Zurett, 
Reynolds Arcade Building, 
Rochester, New York. 


